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In t roduct ion 
The winegrower's r e v o l t  of 1907 is  a f a m i l i a r  top ic  t o  s tudents  of r u r a l  
r ebe l l ion .  It has  prompted exce l l en t  s t u d i e s  of t h e  p o l i t i c a l  character is -  
t ics of winegrowers i n  t h e  Midi f o r  t h e  period 1850-1914. This. wealth of 
scholar ly  research on one region ( t h e  l a r g e s t  i n  France in terms of quant i ty  
of w i n e  produced) has no counterpart  f o r  any of t h e  o ther  g rea t  winegrowing 
regions. This paper seeks t o  f i l l  i n  a p a r t  of t h a t  void by examining t h e  
p o l i t i c a l  a c t i v i t i e s  of winegrowers i n  Burgundy i n  t h i s  period. 
French winegrowers a r e  genera l ly  character ized a s  r a d i c a l ,  so  t h e  
h i s t o r i a n  might l o g i c a l l y  expect t o  f ind  t h a t  t h e r e  w e r e  inc iden t s  i n  other 
regions similar t o  those  i n  t h e  Midi, i f  smaller i n  sca le .  This expecta- 
t i o n  tu rns  ou t  t o  be  f a l s e  f o r  Burgundy, a s  suggested by t h e  repor t  of t h e  
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pre fec t  of t h e  Cote dlOr f o r  June of 1907. 
The events  of t h e  Midi dominated p o l i t i c a l  concerns in my 
department during t h e  month of June, 1907. The people of t h e  
Cote dlOr received t h e  news of t h e  t roub les  in those  departments 
with more s u r p r i s e  and c u r i o s i t y  than sympathy. 
Our people are too calm, too r e s p e c t f u l  of t h e  law t o  l e t  
themselves be influenced by t h e  Midi winegrowers . They themselves 
have experienced g r e a t  suffer ing.  They had days of depr ivat ion 
and misery when they were forced t o  b a t t l e  t h e  phylloxera and rebui ld  ' 
v t h e i r  devastated vineyards. 
These s e n s i b l e  people could not help f e e l i n g  a b i t  of contempt 
f o r  these  winegrowers who complain of hardships. which are due, i n  
l a r g e  p a r t ,  t o  t h e i r  own short-sightedness. l 
This s t r i k i n g  c o n t r a s t  in p o l i t i c a l  a t t i t u d e  and behaviour between two 
reg2ons who depend on t h e  same troubled market f o r  t h e i r  l ive l ihood poses 
a f asc ina t ing  question: why, under seemingly similar pressures,  d i d  the  
Midi rise i n  a vocal  mass p r o t e s t  and Burgundy watch wi th  "surpr ise  and 
cur ios i ty"?  Answering t h i s  quest ion f o r  t h e  r e v o l t  of 1907 w i l l  provide a 
focus f o r  a broader examination of d i f fe rences  i n  p o l i t i c a l  character .  
Explanations of such d i f fe rences  w i l l  be  sought in t h e  changing condit ions 
of s o c i a l  and economic l i f e  as winegrowing adjus ted  t o  its pos i t ion  i n  t h e  
pre-war French economy. This  comparative approach w i l l  provide a means of 
evaluat ing t h e  e x i s t i n g  explanations of t h e  Midi r e v o l t ,  and hopefully some 
i n s i g h t  i n t o  t h e  more genera l  phenomenon of c o l l e c t i v e  ac t ion .  Before pro- 
ceeding wi th  a discuss ion of t h e  proposed plan  of a t t a c k  on t h i s  problem, a 
more p r e c i s e  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  of t h e  regions i s  needed. 
L 
From t h e  map (Map I),we can see t h a t  t h e  Midi region is  on t h e  Medi- 
te r ranean coas t ,  comprising pr imar i ly  t h e  departments of t h e  pyren&es- 
Orienta les ,  t h e  Aude, ~ ' ~ G r a u l t ,  and Gard. This a r e a  i s  commonly re fe r red  
t o  as t h e  Bas-Languedoc o r  simply Languedoc. 
Burgundy l ies i n  t h e  eas te rn  por t ion  of t h e  cen te r  of France, r ad ia t ing  
outward from t h e  mountainous " ~ s t e  dlOr" i n  t h e  department of t h e  same name. 
Most of Burgttndp's w i q e  production, and hence most of our ana lys i s ,  comes 
/r 
from t h i s  department, bu t  por t ions  of t h e  departments Rhone, Loire, Jura,  
~ a s n e - e t - ~ o i r e ,  and ll%onne are a l s o  included. 
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The maps I ( e p  II- and Map '111) o f f e r  a view of some of t h e  more impor- 
t a n t  v i t i c u l t u r a l  landmarks in the  two regions. The Rhone r i v e r  v a l l e y  
region which appears on t h e  map of t h e  Midi i s  not  included i n  t h i s  study. 
I n  1850 these  two regions shared t h a t  degree of p o l i t i c a l  awareness and 
p o t e n t i a l  f o r  r a d i c a l  ac t iv ism which makes winegrowing regions p a r t i c u l a r l y  
i n t e r e s t i n g  f o r  s t u d i e s  of c o l l e c t i v e  a c t i o n  i n  a g r i c u l t u r a l  areas .  Radi- 
cal ism i n  t h e  south i s  t h e  subject  of a book by Leo ~ o u b > r e , ~  and should be 
f a m i l i a r  enough t o  requ i re  no discuss ion here. P i e r r e  d e  S t .  Jacob, the  
renowned h i s t o r i a n  of Burgundy, states i n  a study of t h e  s i t u a t i o n  of the  
peasantry on t h e  eve-:of 1848 t h a t  "although many a g r i c u l t u r a l  regions were 
p o l i t i c a l l y  ignorant,  t h e  p l a i n s  and t h e  C;te ( t h e  winegrowing regions)  
d i sp lay  a s t rong republican s p i r i t  and o f t e n  present  two c o n f l i c t i n g  p a r t i e s ,  
115 one of which i s  devoted t o  t h e  new ideas.  Raymond Long, i n  his attempt a t  
a soc io log ica l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of t h e  l e g i s l a t i v e  e lec t ions  i n  t h e  Cste dlOr 
under t h e  Third Republic notes  t h e  presence-of c e r t a i n  i n t e r e s t  groups which 
seem t o  behave a s  c o l l e c t i v i t i e s ,  including winegrowers, "whose ideas  a r e  
t r a d i t i o n a l l y  more advanced thzn those of farmers and who tilt t h e  p o l i t i c a l  
balance t o  t h e  Lef t  i n  t h e  cantons of Nolay, Nuits-Saint-Georges, and Gevrey- 
Chamb ertin!'6 An a n a l y s i s  of t h e  e l e c t i o n  r e s u l t s  during t h e  period 1848 t o  
1851 bears  out  St .  Jacob's statements; i n  every vo te  from t h e  Consti tuent  
Assembly i n  Apr i l  of 1848 t o  t h e  p l e b i s c i t e  of December, 1851, t h e  wine- 
growing regions  case a higher proport ion of s o c i a l i s t  and-republican votes.  7 
This p o l i t i c a l  o r i e n t a t i o n  can perhaps be  explained by t h e  unusually high 
populat ion d e n s i t i e s  i n  winegrowing a r e a s  which r e s u l t  from t h e  higher labor  
land r a t i o  demanded by v i t i c u l t u r e  i n  comparison with o ther  a g r i c u l t u r a l  
pursu i t s .  
Since s t r u c t u r a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  pecu l i a r  t o  v i t i c u l t u r e  set i t  a p a r t  
p o l i t i c a l l y  from other  a g r i c u l t u r a l  p u r s u i t s ,  i t  seems l i k e l y  t h a t  s t r u c t u r a l  
d i f fe rences  between winegrowing regions may expla in  p o l i t i c a l  d i f fe rences  
a t  t h a t  l eve l .  This paper. w i l l  demonstrate t h a t  t h a t  is  indeed t rue:  
Harvey Smith's a t t r i b u t i o n  of p o l i t i c a l  unres t  t o  changes i n  t h e  technology 
of winegrowing and r e s u l t i n g  s o c i a l  d is rupt ions ; . i s  supported by t h e  f a c t  
t h a t  n e i t h e r  of these  occurred i n  Burgundy. To reach t h i s  conclusion it w i l l  
be  necessary t o  examine t h e  evidence of economic, s o c i a l  and p o l i t i c a l  change 
wi th in  t h e  two regions during the  th ree  major periods from 1850-1914; t h e  
prosperous expansion under t h e  Second Empire, the  phylloxera, and t h e  
economic crisis which opened t h e  twent ie th  century. P a r t i c u l a r  stress w i l l  
be placed on how v i t i c u l t u r e  was a f fec ted  by i ts  r e l a t i o n s h i p  wi th  the  
n a t i o n a l  economy, and how t h e  l i v e s  of winegrowers w e r e  a f fec ted  by changes 
i n  v i t i c u l t u r e .  I n  a comparative study i t - i s -  always d i f f i c u l t  t o  know which 
observable d i f fe rences  are re levan t  t o  a n  explanation of t h e  c e n t r a l  problem, 
and t h i s  study is no exception. Accordingly, severa l  major a l t e r n a t i v e  
hypotheses w i l l  be considered before reaching a f i n a l  conclusion: t h a t  
c u l t u r a l  d i f fe rences  o r  r eg iona l  charac te r s  made t h e  Midi more prone t o  act 
i n  a c o l l e c t i v e  p r o t e s t ,  t h a t  t h e  regions were dependent i n  d i f f e r e n t  degrees 
on t h e  wine market, and t h a t  they w e r e  dependent on somewhat d i f f e r e n t  
markets. The impl ica t ion of t h e  last two hypotheses i s  t h a t  t h e  winegrowers 
i n  Burgundy d id  not  f e e l  t h e  e f f e c t s  of t h e  c r i s i s  t o  t h e  same ex ten t  a s  
d i d  those i n  t h e  south. 
Winegrowing Before t h e  C r i s i s  
W e  w i l l  l i m i t  our h i s t o r i c a l  background t o  t h e  hal f  century preceding 
t h e  c r i s i s  of 1900-07. The choice of t h e  1850's a s  a s t a r t i n g  point  i s  not  
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an a r b i t r a r y  one;8 t h e  period of t h e  Second Empire was one of unpara l le led  
prosper i ty  f o r  French v i t i c u l t u r e ,  and marked t h e  beginning of t h e  s h i f t  
from r e l i a n c e  on l o c a l  markets t o  competition on a n a t i o n a l  sca le .  
The Second Empire s a w  s i g n i f i c a n t  improvements i n  many of t h e  condi t ions  
f o r  economic growth, severa l  of which w e r e  p a r t i c u l a r l y  important f o r  v i t i -  
cu l tu re .  Credit  w a s  a necess i ty  f o r  the  expansion of vineyard a reas ,  and 
t h e  1850's brought tremendous growth of a v a i l a b l e  c r e d i t .  The massive i n f l u x  
of newly-discovered gold ra i sed  t h e  money supplied by t h e  Bank of France 
from 450 m i l l i o n  i n  1850 t o  1550 mi l l ion  i n  1870.' I n t e r e s t  r a t e s  f e l l  a s  
low a s  t h r e e  percent ,  but  even more important was t h e  f i n a n c i a l  revolution 
which sought t o  inves t  French c a p i t a l  i n  French economic growth as never 
before. "The new p o l i t i c a l  regime of t h e  Second Empire broke t h e  Bank of 
France's s t ranglehold  on t h e  country 's  f i n a n c i a l  system, and introduced a 
number of f i n a n c i a l  innovations, "lo most notably jo in t -s tock investment banks 
and a widening of c l i e n t e l e  which, " for  t h e  f i r s t  time, brought country a s  
w e l l  a s  c i t y  i n t o  t h e  money market. 1 1 1 1  
An i n t e r e s t i n g  example of t h i s  new investment banking has d i r e c t  rele- 
/ 
vance t o  our study of t h e  Midi. The Credi t  Mobi l ier . .  t h e  represen ta t ive  
i n s t i t u t i o n  of t h i s  period of innovation, w a s  o r i g i n a l l y  formed t o  f inance 
t h e  const ruct ion of t h e  Chemin du Fer du Midi when t h e  conservative Rothschild 
banks refused t o  supply adequate funds. l2 The f i n a n c i a l  revolut ion was thus 
p a r t l y  responsible  f o r  t h e  t r anspor ta t ion  revolut ion of t h i s  period. Landes 
suggests  t h a t  t h e  most important advance of t h i s  period was t h e  continued 
rami f ica t ion  of t h e  r a i l r o a d  system. Its importance f o r  winegrowing was 
even g r e a t e r  than i t  w a s  f o r  the  growth of t h e  French economy as a whole. 
A bulky product such a s  wine i s  p a r t i c u l a r l y  s e n s i t i v e  t o  expansion and 
f a l l i n g  c o s t s  of t r anspor ta t ion .  The growth of t h e  French r a i l r o a d  system 
i n  t h e  second hal f  of t h e  nineteenth century rap id ly  opened urban mass con- 
sumption markets t o  t h e  producers of t a b l e  w i n e s .  This was c r u c i a l ,  f o r  t h e  
a v a i l a b i l i t y  of c r e d i t  t o  support expansion of supply would have been mean- 
ing less  without a  concomitant increase  i n  demand. The s t r u c t u r a l  t ransfor-  
mation brought about by t h e  r a i l r o a d s  allowed wines t o  be  so ld  on a na t iona l  
scale '  whereas in earlier periods only t h e  most expensive wines had warranted 
t h e  c o s t  of moving them beyond t h e  l imi ted  reg iona l  market. I n  addi t ion  t o  
t h i s  s t r u c t u r a l  inc rease  i n  demand f o r  wine, t h e r e  w a s  a general  increase  
in t h e  consumption of a l l  goods due t o  t h e  genera l  rise in income. 
The export  market w a s  a l s o  booming i n  t h i s  period,  buoyed by the  f r e e  
t r a d e  atmosphere p reva i l ing  i n  Europe. The Cobden Treaty of 1860 helped 
formalize t h i s  a t t i t u d e .  The famous French f i n e  wines had long served an 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l  c l i e n t e l e ,  but  t h e  l a c k  of s e r i o u s  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  competition 
i n  t h i s  period,  combined with t h e  low t a r i f f s ,  brought ordinary wines i n t o  
t h e  export  market as w e l l .  
The growth of ciomestic demand was heav i ly  biased towards cheap t a b l e  
wines, and t h e  growth of v i t i c u l t u r a l  regions  r e f l e c t s  t h i s .  Much of the  
expansion was i n  t h e  Midi where high y i e l d  mass consumption wines displaced 
a l l  o thers .  I n  Burgundy almost a l l  new p lan t ing  was of v ines  bearing t h e  
Gamay grape, which yielded an ordinary wine. The high p r o f i t a b i l i t y  of 
winegrowing a t t r a c t e d  o the r  a g r i c u l t u r a l  groups i n t o  t h e  wine producing 
regions  where wages were estimated t o  be t h e  h ighes t  of any a g r i c u l t u r a l  
pursu i t .  
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The pre-phylloxeric expansion of Midi v i t i c u l t u r e  crea ted  i d e a l  condi- 
t i o n s  f o r  those  t r a ined  i n  t h e  c a r e  of v ines .  The l a r g e  domains provided 
work f o r  a t r a n s i e n t  p r o l e t a r i a t  i n  those p laces  of work which could be 
e a s i l y  mechanized o r  systematized. This d i d  not ,  f o r  t h e  moment, include 
t h e  c a r e  of vines.  The owners of t h e  l a r g e  estates preferred  t o  h i r e  v i l -  
l a g e r s  who owned vines  themselves as they w e r e  no t  only more s k i l l f u l  i n  
t h e i r  care,  but  a b l e  t o  do t h e  work more e f f i c i e n t l y  than t h e  unski l led  
migrants. A s  v i n e s  replace  g r a i n ' f i e l d s  a c r o s s  t h e  Midi, t h e  demand f o r  t h e  
s k i l l e d  l abor  of vineworkers augmented i n  g r e a t  proport ion because t h e  cul- 
ture of t h e  v i n e  required more than twice t h e  amount of labor  per  hectare. 
This 'led t o  high wages f o r  s k i l l e d  vineworkers and drew t h e  sons of d iverse  
ca tegor ies  of peasants  i n t o  t h a t  occupation. There was l i t t l e  t roub le  find- 
ing  s u f f i c i e n t  work o r  i n  con t ro l l ing  t h e  number of hours worked t o  guarantee 
t h a t  t h e r e  would be enough time f o r  t h e  tending of t h e i r  own vines.  
There i s  a second aspect  t o  t h e  l i f e  of vineworkers, and a second source 
of s t a tus :  t h e  ownership of land. I n  t h e  expansion period when wages and 
wine p r i c e s  w e r e  high, vineworkers had g r e a t  p o s s i b i l i t i e s  of expanding t h e i r  
landholdings. Many aspi red  t o  and a t t a i n e d  t h e  s t a t u s  of an independent 
p ropr ie to r  by c a r e f u l  investment of waved wages i n  land. 
The l a r g e  wicegrowing domains i n  t h e  southern p l a i n s  forced out  other 
a g r i c u l t u r a l  p u r s u i t s  b u t  d i d  not  th rea ten  t h e  continued exis tence  and modest 
growth of t h e  o lde r  forms of winegrowing dur ing t h i s  period o£ v i c i t u l t u r a l  
prosper i ty .  Expansion in Burgw-dy took a s l i g h t l y  d i f f e r e n t  path. 
A The Cote region had long been planted i n  v ines  of t h e  noble pinot  no i r ,  
i n  predominantly small o r  moderate s i zed  p l o t s .  The t o t a l  a rea  planted i n  
such v ines  showed moderate increases  dur ing t h i s  period. l4 The market f o r  
f i n e  wines d id  no t  expand wi th  t h e  revo lu t ion  i n  t ranspor ta t ion ,  a t  l e a s t  
not  t o  t h e  same extent  a s  t h e  market f o r  t a b l e  w i n e .  Moreover, the  pinot  
v ines  had a l ready es tab l i shed  themselves i n  these  l o c a l i t i e s  where they would 
grow b e s t ,  so  expansion could not have maintained t h e  same q u a l i t y  of, product. 
The prosper i ty  of t h e  Second Empire d id  encourage t h e  expansion of ordinary 
wine production in Burgundy a s  it  did  i n  t h e  Midi, but  t h e  development of 
l a r g e  domains w a s  not  common, perhaps because of t h e  h i l l y  geographic con- 
d i t i o n s .  The p rosper i ty  of v i t i c u l t u r e  drew new people i n t o  winegrowing 
a r e a s  and t h e  income t o  a grower of ordinary  wines, even in t h e  l e a s t  des i r -  
\ A 
a b l e  a reas  of t h e  Arriere-Cote, w a s  almost always s u f f i c i e n t  t o  cover h i s  
c o s t s  and feed h i s  family. 
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The second Empire was t r u l y  t h e  golden ages of French v i t i c u l t u r e ,  
allowing t h e  indus t r ious  and e f f i c i e n t  t o  become wel l -off  o r  even wealthy, 
and t h e  i n e f f i c i e n t  producers t o  l i v e  a comfortable existence.  These suc- 
cesses bred not  complacency but  experimentation t o  f ind  ways t o  improve t h e  
quan t i ty  of wine and t o  br ing g r e a t e r  r e g u l a r i t y  t o  what had t r a d i t i o n a l l y  
been a most unpredictable crop. Oenological sc ience  developed rap id ly  a t  
u n i v e r s i t i e s  l i k e  t h e  one a t  Montpellier,  and a t  schools devoted t o  educating 
winegrowers. A s  p a r t  of t h i s  development many new v a r i e t i e s  of v ines  were 
s tudied f o r  poss ib le  in t roduct ion i n  French vineyards, including some A m e r i -  
can v ines .  These v i n e s  proved t o  be a wooden horse of unimagined des t ruc t ive  
power, f o r  they c a r r i e d  t h e  phylloxera v a s t a t r i x ,  a t i n y  i n s e c t  which even- 
t u a l l y  ravaged t h e  whole of France's v ines .  
The Midi region w a s  t h e  f i r s t  t o  be  h i t ,  t h e  e f f e c t s  of t h e  i n s e c t  being 
noticed f i r s t  i n  t h e  department of t h e  Gard where t h e  experimentation with 
American v ines  had been taking place. The f i r s t  r e a l l y  dmgAng- .e f fec t s  d id  
not come u n t i l  1875, but  by 1879 it had become epidemic i n  t h e  Midi. l6 wine- 
growers i n  o ther  regions  w e r e  slow t o  r e a l i z e  t h e  importance of t h e  problem 
u n t i l  i t  began t o  a t t a c k  t h e i r  own vines .  The common explanation of t h i s  
a t t i t u d e  is t h a t  t h e  t r a d i t i o n s  of individualism in matters concerning t h e i r  
work prevented winegrowers from taking t h e  cooperat ive s t e p s  necessary t o  
d e a l  wi th  t h e  phylloxera. 
The phylloxera brought about some changes i n  t h e  exal ted  pos i t ion  of 
vineworkers i n  t h e  Midi. The l a r g e  domains which es tabl ished themselves i n  
t h e  p l a i n s  during t h e  expansion d i d  not  o r i g i n a l l y  th rea ten  t h e  exis tence  
of t h e  f a m i l i a l  p lo t s .  But t h e  new condi t ions  favored t h e  l a r g e r  producers 
i n  severa l  ways. They w e r e  a b l e  t o  u t i l i z e  t h e  most e f f i c i e n t  methods of 
pes t  control ,  drainage,  and i r r i g a t i o n .  They had lower c o s t s  per  surface  
area and higher product iv i ty  r a t e s .  The wealthy bourgeois and a r i s t o c r a t  
owners of t h e  l a r g e  domain genera l ly  had access  t o  c a p i t a l  which allowed 
them t o  make use  of t h e  newest kethods. Small self-employed growers who 
t y p i c a l l y  r e l i e d  on t h e i r  own labor  t o  provide most of t h e  necessary ca re  
f o r  t h e i r  v ines  found it more d i f f i c u l t  t o  s u b s t i t u t e  o r  add c a p i t a l  t o  t h e i r  
labor.  This forced a g r e a t e r  r e l i a n c e  on wage work f o r  t h e  grower/workers. 
For some, t h e  dependence on wage work had been h a b i t u a l  even before t h e  
phylloxera, but  t h e  s k i l l s  which had separated them from t h e  migrant prole- 
t a r i a t  i n  t h a t  earlier period had been rendered obsole te  by t h e  phylloxera. 
The managers of t h e  l a r g e  domains were becoming more i n t e r e s t e d  in s t r i c t  
con t ro l  and d i s c i p l i n e  than i n  t h e  spec ia l  s k i l l s  of t h e  v i l l a g e  workers. 
Because t h e  new v i t i c u l t u r e  i n  t h e  Midi was " s c i e n t i f i c "  and " indust r ia l" ,  
t h e  l a r g e  domains expected t h e i r  l abore r s  t o  perform l i k e  a p r o l e t a r i a t  and 
came t o  p re fe r  more d e f e r e n t i a l  ou t s ide r s  t o  t h e  v i l l a g e r s  who w e r e  not  
a f r a i d  t o  r e f u s e  t o  perform t a s k s  which d i d  not  m e e t  wi th  t h e i r  approval. 17 
Labor condi t ions  on the  l a r g e  domains had always brought vineworkers together 
i n  teams a s  they worked. Gratton and o the rs  a t t r i b u t e  t h e  labor  movement of 
t h e  e a r l y  twent ie th  century i n  p a r t  t o  t h i s  grouping of workers on t h e  job, 
suggesting that t h i s  encouraged t h e  formation of c l a s s  consciousness. This 
d i s t ingu i shes  vineworkers from other  peasant groups, but  does not explain 
t h e i r  use of c o l l e c t i v e  ac t ion .  This c o l l e c t i v e  s p i r i t  only manifested i t s e l f  
i n  a c t i o n  when t h e  con t ro l  of vineworkers over t h e  condi t ions  of work was 
challenged. I n  t h e  changed condit ions a f t e r  t h e  recons t i tu t ion ,  wages no 
longer provided t h e  means t o  gain  independence. The equa l i za t ion  of wages 
paid t o  v i l l a g e  workers and immigrant l abore r s  made i t  impossible f o r  v i l -  
l a g e r s  t o  improve t h e i r  p o s i t i o n  a s  landowners, bu t  it a l s o  made i t  poss ib le  
f o r  t h e  immigrants t o  buy small p l o t s  of land. This served t o  lower t h e  
s t a t u s  of v i l l a g e  vineworkers s t i l l  f u r t h e r  a s  they no longer had t h e  d i s t inc -  
t i o n  of being landowners super ior  t o  a l and less  p r o l e t a r i a t .  This was a 
period of prosper i ty .  The p rosper i ty  had a longer l i f e  i n  Burgundy because 
of t h e  timing of t h e  phylloxera. The 1880's saw p r o f i t s  soa r  a s  Midi compe- 
t i t i o n  was d r a s t i c a l l y  reduced. The bigges t  growth market of t h i s  period of 
prosper i ty ,  e s p e c i a l l y  a f t e r  t h e  phylloxera began t o  take  i ts  t o l l  on the  Midi, 
was i n  wines of t h e  lowest qua l i ty ,  provided they could be produced a t  a low 
cos t .  This encouraged Burgundy growers of gamy,  t h e  ordinary v ine  of t h e  
region, t o  emphasize quant i ty  r a t h e r  than q u a l i t y  i n  t h e i r  m e t h ~ d s ~ o f  r a i s i n g  
v ines  and producing wine .  The g rea t  p r o f i t s  of t h e  1880's were almost wholly 
consumed by t h e  c o s t s  of r econs t i tu t ion  i n  t h e  18901s, however, so  t h a t  by 
t h e  t u r n  of t h e  century most small growers of ordinary wines i n  Burgundy had 
l i t t l e  reserve c a p i t a l .  Product iv i ty  inc reases  a l s o  accompanied t h e  recon- 
s t r u c t i o n  i n  Burgundy, although they w e r e  s t ronges t  i n  t h e  production of f i n e  
w i n e s  where increases in c a p i t a l  c o s t s  could be  sustained.  l8 Even t h e r e  t h e  
inc rease  seems t o  have been small compared t o  that of t h e  Midi, about one- 
t h i r d  a t  bes t .  
Trad i t iona l  p r a c t i c e s  of c u l t i v a t i o n  were rendered obsole te  i n  Burgundy 
a s  they had been in t h e  Midi, but  the  newer methods d i d  not r equ i re  a g rea t  
t ransformation of t h e  work fo rce  o r  t h e  s i z e  of domains. Very small  p l o t s  
became i n e f f i c i e n t ,  but  t h e r e  was no g r e a t  advantage t o  very l a r g e  domains. 
The r e c o n s t i t u t i o n  made c a p i t a l  c o s t s  a more important p a r t  of t o t a l  
c o s t s  i n  Burgundy as i t  did  in t h e  Midi. Th i s  discriminated aga ins t  t h e  
smallholders,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  those  growing ordinary  wines i n  undesirable 
regions  where t h e  new techniques were w e n  harder t o  implement, but  it  did  
not  favor  t h e  development of l a r g e  domains. l9 Propr ie torships  of moderate 
s i z e ,  t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  productive un i t ,  continued t o  be s a t i s f a c t o r i l y  e f f i -  
c i e n t .  Moreover, t h e  advantage of f i n e  wines and high q u a l i t y  ordinary w i n e s  
over wines of lower q u a l i t y  became marked in t h i s  period, prompting t h e  remark 
t h a t  "now, more than ever,  t h e  only reason t o  be  a Burgundy is i ts  qual i ty .  13 
This ac ted  t o  put  even g rea te r  stress o'n t h e  new c rea t ions  of t h e  prosperous 
period.  
The,new gra f t ed  v i n e s  required new skills, bu t  the re  was no change i n  
t h e  organizat ion of work, so  i t  "remained a r t i s a n a l  i n  nature.  '12'  his was 
encouraged by the  spread of education by organizat ions  l i k e  t h e  Socie te  
Vigneronne de Beaune, as they maintained t h e  s k i l l s  of t h e  workers. It seems 
t o  have been a remarkably successful  at tempt t o  r e t r a i n  a s k i l l e d  labor  f o r c e  
i n  what amounted t o  a new c r a f t  a f t e r  t h e i r  p r i o r  s k i l l s  became i r r e l e v a n t .  
The phylloxera crea ted  other  changes, a s  w e l l .  Within French w i n e  grow- 
i n g  regions  the re  developed an extensive production of wine by a r t i f i c i a l  
means, p a r t l y  aided by t h e  developments i n  oenology. Wine is nothing more 
than fermented grapes; i ts  a lcoho l ic  content  being derived from a chemical 
change i n  t h e  molecules of t h e  sugar produced i n  t h e  grape. A s imi la r  e f f e c t  
can be produced by t h e  fermentation of cane o r  b e e t  sugar. Armed.with t h i s  
knowledge, concerned persons in the  phyl loxer ic  period urged t h e  a r t i f i c i a l  
expansion of wine s tocks  by t h e  addi t ion  of sugar and water t o  a small  amount 
of harvested grapes and allowing fermentat ion t o  produce a product of a lcohol ic  
s t r e n g t h  s imi la r  t o  t h a t  of n a t u r a l  wine, and wi th  a t a s t e  not  g r e a t l y  d i f -  
f e r e n t  from t h a t  of low q u a l i t y  t a b l e  wines. I f  no water w e r e  added the  
e f f e c t  would be t o  enhance t h e  a lcoho l ic  content ,  (a  common,practice i n  
Champagne and Burgundy where t h e  a lcoho l ic  content  of t h e  wine is  not  always 
s u f f i c i e n t ) ,  without expanding t h e  quant i ty  of wine. The concern in t h i s  
period w a s  wi th  qua l i ty ,  however, t o  preserve t h e  pub l ic ' s  t a s t e  f o r  wine 
during t h e  years  when wine production was lowered by t h e  phylloxera, so  t h a t  
t h e  demand would be t h e r e  when t h e  supply returned.  Winegrowers i n  t h e  Midi 
and elsewhere lobbied extens ively  f o r  t h e  l e g a l i z a t i o n  of these  methods, and 
t h e  government consented. By t h e  same log ic ,  importation of wine from I t a l y  . 
and Spain, Mediterranean coun t r i e s  who produced a wine very  s imi la r  t o  those 
of t h e  Midi, was encouraged. I t a l y  and Spain took advantage of t h e  oppor- 
t u n i t y  and g r e a t l y  expanded t h e i r  wine production. Not a l l  t h e  winegrowers 
fought t h e  phylloxera. Some gave up and moved t o  t h e  c i t i e s ,  but  a l a r g e  
number of those  who l e f t  t h e  Midi vineyards emigrated t o  Algeria, t h e  prized 
colony of France, t o  begin a wine indust ry  there .  Algerian wines w e r e  a l s o  
of mediocre q u a l i t y  and low pr ice ,  an  exce l l en t  s u b s t i t u t e  f o r  t h e  s t r i c k e n  
Midi wines. A s  w e  s h a l l  see, these  temporary measures proved t o  have enduring 
negat ive  e f f e c t s  on French V i t i c u l t u r e  a s  it emerged from t h e  recons t i tu t ion .  
The Crisis of 1900-1907 
Causes 
The courageous b a t t l e  of French winegrowers aga ins t  t h e  phylloxera w a s  
no doubt sustained by t h e  hope of a r e t u r n  t o  p rosper i ty  l i k e  t h a t  of t h e  
Second Empire. This expectat ion would have made it d i f f i c u l t  f o r  them t o  
accept  t h e  s t a b i l i t y  and lower p r o f i t s  which would have r e s u l t e d  from t h e  
at tainment of an eqcil ibrium, but t h e  s i t u a t i o n  a t  t h e  beginning of t h e  
twent ie th  century was hardly  s t ab le .  There were frequent  l o s s e s  and 
d i f f i c u l t i e s  i n  s e l l i n g  wine, ind ica t ing  t h a t  v i t i c u l t u r e  had overadjusted 
t o  t h e  market expansion, o r  t h a t  t h e  market was contracting. The t r a n s i t i o n  
t o  t h e  na t iona l  market and t h e  devas ta t ion  of t h e  phylloxera had maintained 
a s i t u a t i o n  of high demand and l imi ted  supply. By the  t u r n  of t h e  century 
var ious  fac to r s ,  some t h e  r e s u l t  of p o l i c i e s  enacted during t h e  phylloxera, 
and o t h e r s  p a r t  of n a t i o n a l  t rends,  w e r e  working t o  r a i s e  suppl ies  while 
holding down demand. 
Most of t h e  d iscuss ion a t  t h e  time of t h e  crisis focussed on supply; with 
crit ics of t h e  winegrowers' movement blaming t h e  c r i s i s  on overproduction, and 
o t h e r s  blaming var ious  market abuses. Winegrowers themselves blamed the  
crisis on t h e  f raudulent  production of sugar wine. Product iv i ty  increases  
seemed t o  support t h e  argument of overproduction, but  t o t a l  acreage planted 
i n  v ines  had g r e a t l y  decreased, so  t h a t  t o t a l  production w a s  not  much d i f f e r -  
e n t  from pre-phylloxeric times. The poor q u a l i t y  of s t a t i s t i c s  on production 
made discuss ion even more an a c t  of p o l i t i c a l  f a i t h  than economic analys is .  
Laurent tells u s  that t h e  -- Revue de V i t i c u l t u r e  w a s  f u l l  of c o n f l i c t i n g  i n t e r -  
p r e t a t i o n s  about the  cause of t h e  c r i s i s ,  most of which had t h e i r  o r i g i n  i n  
d i f f e r e n t  manipulation of t h e  s t a t i s t i c s . 2 2  The choice of endyears has a 
dec i s ive  e f f e c t  on average production f igures ,  but  such averages a r e  a nec- 
cessary  e v i l  given t h e  high v a r i a b i l i t y  of yea r ly  harves ts .  W e  w i l l  employ 
t h e  most common convention and use 1870-79 a s  t h e  pre-phylloxeric period, and 
1900-07 a s  t h e  c r i s i s  period. I n  Table I w e  compare the  average f igures  f o r  
these  two periods of production (domestic), imports,  exports ,  amount of wine 
d i s t i l l e d  i n t o  alcohol,  and t o t a l  wine a v a i l a b l e  f o r  domestic consumption. 2 3 
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Table I 
. .  .. . . . -  . .. 
Period 1870-79 '1900-07 
Production 54,670,800 55,179,200 
Ekpor ts 3,283,500 2,053,750 
Imports 824,383 5,299,750 
D i s t i l l a t i o n  4,998,300 2,252,900 
Tota l  Wine 
Available 47,212,783 56,172,300 
From t h i s  t a b l e  we can see q u i t e  c l e a r l y  t h a t  although t h e  average year ly  
ha rves t  was not  g r e a t l y  increased i n  1900-07 over t h e  e a r l i e r  period,  the  
amount of wine sold t o  French consumers was f a r  g rea te r .  An important p a r t  
of t h i s  change was France's s h i f t  from t h e  p o s i t i o n  of a  n e t  exporter  of 
wine t o  t h a t  of a n e t  importer. 
A common argument i n  t h i s  period was t h a t  t h e  Meline t a r i f f  (highly 
p r o t e c t i o n i s t )  and t h e  r e s u l t i n g  t a r i f f  w a r s  had h u r t  the  wine indus t ry ' s  
export  t rade .  Yearly t r a d e  data  ind ica te  t h a t  t h e  
imposition of t h e  t a r i f f  i n  1892 g r e a t l y  reduced t h e  French t rade  d e f i c i t  in 
terms of quant i ty  and a c t u a l l y  re turned France t o  a surplus  pos i t ion  i n  terms 
of t h e  value of t h e  wine sold.  I n  1891 France had imported a record 12 m i l -  
l i o n  h e c t o l i t e r s  of wine, bu t  by 1893 t h i s  w a s  c u t  by more than hal f  t o  under 
6 m i l l i o n  h e c t o l i t e r s .  Apparently t h e  h igh t a r i f f s  were i n  the  b e s t  interest 
of French winegrowers and they were j u s t i f i e d  i n  lobbying f o r  them. This does 
not  con t rad ic t  our earlier observation t h a t  t h e  f r e e  t r a d e  atmosphere w a s  
b e n e f i c i a l  t o  t h e  growth of French v i t i c u l t u r e ;  it ind ica tes  a change i n  t h e  
i n t e r n a t i o n a l  market. That change was t h e  expansion of Spanish and I t a l i a n  
vineyards. I t a l y %  vineyard a rea  had gone from 1,963,000 hec ta res  i n  1872 t o  
3,446,000 hec ta res  i n  1892 and Spain 's  growth was c ~ m p a r a b l e . ~ ~  The growth 
of i n t e r n a t i o n a l  competition, by lowering t h e  demand f o r  ~ r e n c h  t a b l e  wines 
i n  o ther  countr ies ,  and competing with them on t h e  French market, had changed 
t h e  a t t i t u d e  of most French winegrowers toward t a r i f f  policy.  While they 
w e r e  successful  'in con t ro l l ing  t h e  importat ion of fore ign wine by the  c r i s i s  
period, they w e r e  he lp less  aga ins t  another source of competition: Algeria. 
Imports of cheap Algerian wine formed a major and growing p a r t  of t o t a l  French 
imports. They w e r e  beyond t h e  con t ro l  of t a r i f f  policy and in f a c t  encouraged 
t o  promote t h e  growth of t h e  colony. 
A second a u x i l i a r y  market was closed t o  French wine producers during 
t h e  phylloxera; i n d u s t r i a l  demand f o r  d i s t i l l e d  alcohol. I n  t h e  Second Empire 
t h e  market f o r  i n d u s t r i a l  alcohol had served as an important balancing mecha- 
nism f o r  t h e  wine producers. Surplus wine could be d i s t i l l e d  and used a s  
alcohol,  providing indust ry  with a needed commodity while allowing wine- 
growers t o  draw good revenues even when t h e  wine market w a s  g lu t ted .  The 
last quar te r  of t h e  n ineteenth  century saw t h e  in t roduct ion of a l t e r n a t i v e  
sources f o r  t h e  d i s t i l l a t i o n  of alcohol,  notably sugar, which, s ince  beet  
sugar production was concentrated i n  t h e  North a s  was much of t h e  i n d u s t r i a l  
demand f o r  alcohol,  e f f e c t i v e l y  el iminated t h i s  o u t l e t  during t h e  period of 
r e c o n s t r ~ c t i o n . ~ ~  I n  1900 t h e  government abolished the  t r a d i t i o n a l  "privi lege" 
of winegrowers t o  d i s t i l l  t h e i r  excess wine and market t h e  a lcohol  without 
submitting t o  the  r i g i d  r u l e s  and inspect ions  imposed on commercial d i s t i l l e r s .  
This  prevented many winegrowers from making use  of t h i s  o u t l e t  because t h e  
regula t ions  required changes i n  procedures many could not  a f fo rd  t o  make. I n  
1906 t h e  p r i v i l e g e  was res to red  as a r e l i e f  measure but  t h e  comparative 
advantage of beet  sugar had a l l  but closed t h a t  market. Gide a l s o  mentions 
t h a t  d i s t i l l e d  a lcohol  f o r  drinking purposes had been a near monopoly of t h e  
wine producers, but  t h a t  monopoly was opened by t h e  competition of a lcohols  
d i s t i l l e d  from g r a i n s  and potatoes.  
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W e  can see  t h a t  competitive f a c t o r s  w e r e  developing i n  t h i s  period 
f o r  forc ing more and more of French w i n e  production onto t h e  n a t i o n a l  
market, but t h i s  may not  be a f u l l  explanation of t h e  s e v e r i t y  of t h e  
c r i s i s ;  perhaps t h e  wine market i t s e l f  had changed. Gide i s o l a t e s  four  
causes of t h e  decl in ing demand f o r  wine. Competition from other  beverages 
had shaken t h e  p lace  of wine a s  t h e  na t iona l  dr ink.  The burgeoning bour- 
geo i s ie  was turning t o  tea ( the  f u e l  of t h e  B r i t i s h  Empire?) and beers  
and c i d e r s  w e r e  dominating c e r t a i n  regional  markets of r u r a l  and working 
c l a s s  dr inkers .  Gide claims t o  have seen i n  P a r i s  r e s tauran t s ,  even i n  
workers' r e s tauran t s ,  ca ra fes  of milk on t h e  t ab les .  27 
A second and more dangerous source of competition w a s  hard l iquor .  
Gide considered alcoholism t o  be a t h r e a t  not  only t o  t h e  French people 
but  t o  t h e  h e a l t h  of t h e  wine industry a s  w e l l .  H e  observes t h a t  "the 
man who has taken t h e  hab i t  of drinking hard l i q u o r  genera l ly  becomes 
disgusted wi th  wineT8 H i s  proof is  t h a t  t h e  departments i n  which hard 
l i q u o r  is  consumed i n  t h e  g r e a t e s t  q u a n t i t i e s  a r e  a l s o  those  which consume 
t h e  l e a s t  wine, and v i c e  versa.  Emile Zola shows us  t h e  same phenomenon 
from a d i f f e r e n t  point  of view i n  L'Assommoir. The roofer ,  Coupeau, begins 
t o  d r ink  wine a f t e r  h i s  pa in fu l  f a l l ,  but  soon moves on t o  s t ronger  s t u f f ,  
los ing  h i s  t a s t e  f o r  wine ( t o  say nothing of h i s  family and job) i n  the  
process. H i s  e a r l y  l i f e  i s  an i n t e r e s t i n g  example of ~ i d e ' s  t h i r d  point;  
t h e  e f f e c t s  of temperate a t t i t u d e s  on t h e  wine market. 
Coupeau, remembering t h a t  alcoholism had caused h i s  f a t h e r ' s  death, 
s t e a d f a s t l y  refused a l l  a l coho l ic  beverages, including w i n e ,  u n t i l  the  time 
of h i s  f a l l ,  Gide considers  t h i s  a t t i t u d e ,  genera l ly  a r eac t ion  t o  alco- 
holism, t o  be a s t r a i n  on t h e  wine market, and t o  be t h e  most i r o n i c  of 
a l l  t h e  f o r c e s  decreasing demand f o r  wine .  H e  sees both a t t i t u d e s  a s  un- 
d e s i r a b l e  extremes, wi th  t h e  bottom of t h e  wine market f a l l i n g  out  between 
them. 
The f o u r t h  and major l i m i t a t i o n  t o  t h e  demand f o r  wine is the  l a c k  
of populat ion growth in France. Gide suggests  t h a t  a r a t e  of population 
growth s i m i l a r  t o  t h a t  of Germany, even w i t h  t h e  aforementioned changes 
i n  t a s t e s ,  would have e a s i l y  absorbed t h e  p roduc t iv i ty  increases  and l o s s  
of a u x i l i a r y  markets incurred during t h e  recons t i tu t ion :  
Some of these  fo rces  w e r e  undoubtedly opera t ing on t h e  demand f o r  wine 
i n  t h e  period of prosper i ty ,  but they w e r e  hidden i n  t h e  rush  t o  br ing 
supply i n t o  balance wi th  t h e  overa l l  inc rease  i n  demand occasioned by t h e  
s t r u c t u r a l  t ransformation from regional  markets t o  a n a t i o n a l  market. I f  
we remember t h a t  t h i s  t r a n s i t i o n  was t h e  r e s u l t  of t h e  t r anspor ta t ion  rev- 
/ 
o l u t i o n  of t h e  1850's and 601s, w e  should expect t h a t  t h a t  impetus f o r  
growth would decl ine .  Landes discusses t h e  e f f e c t s  of t r anspor t  on re- 
g iona l  economic growth, noting that t h e  e f f e c t s  a r e  discontinuous. There 
i s  no e f f e c t  during construction,  a s t rong sudden spur t o  growth upon 
completion of an  important l i n k ,  and then d e c l i n e  i n  t h e  r a t e  of growth a s  
equi l ibr ium i s  es tabl ished i n  the  new market. 2%hus, while winegrowers d id  
not  l o s e  t h e  urban markets they had gained during t h e  earlier expansion, t h e  
growth and high p r o f i t s  could not  be sus ta ined and i n  f a c t  became losses  
under t h e  changes i n  t h a t  new market which w e  have j u s t  described. 
Given t h a t  t h e r e  was an excess of supply r e l a t i v e  t o  demand during 
t h e  c r i s i s  period,  t h e  w i s e s t  course f o r  winegrowers would have been t o  
reduce production and indeed t h e  p r o f i t  mechanism is t h e o r e t i c a l l y  endowed 
with t h e  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  of e l iminat ing t h e  excess marginal suppl iers .  
Economic pressures  w e r e  working i n  t h i s  d i r e c t i o n  i n  ways which var ied  
between regions,  a s  w e  s h a l l  see, but  t h e r e  were severa l  obs tac les  t o  t h e i r  
operat ion.  An important obs tac le  was t h e  f a c t  t h a t  na tu re  ac ted  t o  lower 
supply i n  c e r t a i n  years,  temporarily improving t h e  s i t u a t i o n  and renewing 
hopes. Dugrand sees t h i s  a s  perpetuat ing a chronic crisis of overproduction 
i n  t h e  Midi beginning wi th  the  c r i s i s  of 1900-07 and extending t o  the  
present .  This expla ins  t h e  seemingly paradoxical  though frequent  s t a t e -  
ments by winegrowers that they feared y e t  another boun t i fu l  harvest .  3 0 
I n  economic terms, t h e  earning of higher t o t a l  revenues from a reduction 
i n  quan t i ty  supplied ind ica tes  t h a t  demand i s  i n e l a s t i c .  This i s  examined 
i n  an econometrical study of the  wine market i n  t h e  inter-war years which 
concludes that demand was highly i n e l a s t i c  throughout t h a t  period. 3 1 
Data 
f o r  our shor t  period a r e  not  a s  conclusive,  bu t  c e r t a i n l y  do not  contradic t  
t h e  t h e s i s  t h a t  demand was i n e l a s t i c  i n  t h e  f i r s t  of t h e  crises of..over- 
production a s  it  was in t h e  rest. 
It i s  t o  be  expected t h a t  winegrowers who had experienced t h e  pros- 
p e r i t y  of t h e  Second Empire and t o i l e d  through t h e  recons t i tu t ion  would 
be r e l u c t a n t  t o  abandon t h e i r  profession.  Their  s i t u a t i o n  was complicated 
f u r t h e r  by t h e  f a c t  t h a t  the  c r i s i s  was weathered b e s t  by those with the  
h ighes t  product iv i ty  l eve l s .  This renews our confidence i n  t h e  a b i l i t y  
of t h e  p r o f i t  mechanism t o  s e l e c t  t h e  most e f f i c i e n t  producers f o r  survival ,  
but  i t  encouraged individual  growers t o  s h i f t  t o  these  high product iv i ty  
methods, not  t o  leave  t h e i r  land. The c o n f l i c t  of individual  and c o l l e c t i v e  
interests seemed t o  o f f e r  no hope f o r  so lu t ion .  Winegrowers d i d  not  accept 
t h i s ,  however, and s e t t l e d ' o n  a l t e r n a t i v e  explanations of t h e  crisis. 
One such explanation was t h a t  t h e  commercial c l a s s e s  were manipulating 
t h e  market f o r  t h e i r  own p r o f i t .  The network of f i n a n c i a l  in termediar ies  
had expanded during t h e  s h i f t  t o  t h e  n a t i o n a l  market, but  i n  a most inef-  
3 2 f i c i e n t  manner. A t y p i c a l  commercial house would buy from a v a r i e t y  
of s m a l l  producers t o  f i l l  i t s  r e t a i l  con t rac t s ,  thus s e t t i n g  p r ices  paid 
t o  producers and p r i c e s  paid by consumers. I n  t h e  study of t h e  wine market 
mentioned e a r l i e r ,  Milhau a l s o  observes t h a t  retail  p r i c e s  w e r e  s t i c k y  i n  
t h e  downward d i rec t ion ,  while p r i c e s  paid t o  producers were more f l e x i b l e ,  
3 3 
ind ica t ing  t h a t  merchants had considerable c o n t r o l  over t h e i r  p r o f i t  l e v e l s  
i n  times of good harvest .  Large growers who could hold t h e i r  rn inventor ies  
and p r o f i t a b l y  specula te  on year ly  p r i c e  changes w e r e  not  g r e a t l y  a f fec ted  by 
t h i s .  Smaller growers who w e r e  obliged t o  sell t h e i r  harves ts  immediately 
because they lacked adequate s to rage  space w e r e  completely a t  t h e  mercy of 
t h e  p r i c e s  offered by t h e  merchants. Gide w a s  g r e a t l y  concerned wi th  t h i s  
problem and suggested t h e  establishment of cooperat ives t o  help solve  it. 
3 4 
Cooperatives could guarantee a r egu la r  and homogenous product which 
t h e  small individual  p ropr ie to r s  could not ,  thus  enabling them t o  en te r  
i n t o  d i r e c t  con t rac t s  wi th  consumers and retail  o u t l e t s .  Moreover, they 
could pool c a p i t a l  t o  ob ta in  s u f f i c i e n t  funds f o r  the  maintenance of caves 
t o  s t o r e  t h e  excess product of one year and sel l  it i n  a year of low harvest .  
There were severa l  at tempts t o  c r e a t e  such i n s t i t u t i o n s ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  by 
s o c i a l i s t s  i n  t h e  Midi. Some of Burgundy's small  growers a l s o  adopted 
t h i s  form i n  t h e  f i r s t  decade of t h e  n ineteenth  century,35 although t h e  
idea  was not  given s t rong government support u n t i l  t h e  1930!.s. 
The explanation most popular with winegrowers w a s  not  a complicated 
economic argument, but  t h e  rampant production of a r t i f i c i a l  wine from 
sugar. Their pos i t ion  w a s  t h a t  n a t u r a l  wine production w a s  not  enough t o  
overburden t h e  market and could a t t a i n  a heal thy equil ibrium i f  fraud 
w e r e  stopped. There are no r e l i a b l e  s t a t i s t i c s  on t h i s  i l l e g a l  a c t i v i t y ,  
but t h e  l a c k  of c e r t a i n t y  and t h e  exis tence  of some outrageous examples made 
fraud a per fec t  p o l i t i c a l  i ssue .  The s a l e  of sugar wine was outlawed i n  1897, 
36 I n  but  winegrowers s t i l l  consumed 39 mi l l ion  kilograms of sugar i n  1899. 
1903, following t h e  Brussels  Sugar Agreement which lowered t h e  p r i c e  of sugar, 
t h i r t y - f i v e  communes i n  1 ' ~ g r a u l t  declared a harves t  of 1,004,915 h e c t o l i t e r s ,  
but  sen t  2,284,848 h. t o  markets i n  t h e  north. Some estimated t h e  t o t a l  addi- 
t i o n  t o  t h e  supply of w i n e  t o  be about f o r t y  percent of t h e  o f f i c i a l l y  
declared harvest.37 The French government was t ry ing  t o  s t imula te  t h e  pro- 
duction of sugar i n  t h i s  period, f o r  reasons unrelated t o  t h e  problems i n  t h e  
w i n e  market. Because sugar w a s  perceived t o  be t h e  source of t h e  fraud prob- 
l e m  t h i s  government support was seen a s  det r imenta l  t o  t h e  wine industry.  
Because t h e  sugar i n t e r e s t s  were concentrated i n  t h e  nor th ,  t h e  pol icy  was 
seen a s  one of regional  favor i t i sm,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  by t h e  Midi growers who were 
a t  once t h e  worst of fenders  and t h e  worst vict ims of fraud. Regionalism 
and economic interests thus became merged over t h i s  i ssue .  
Economic Ef fec t s  
The n e t  e f f e c t  of these  economic changes was t o  lower p r i ces .  An obvious 
quest ion f o r  a regional  comparison, e spec ia l ly  when discuss ing a product whose 
i d e n t i t y  i s  derived from t h e  region which produces i t ,  i s  whether o r  not the  
regional  products and t h e  regions were equally a f fec ted  by t h e  depression. A 
graph of p r i c e  movements f o r  t h e  d i f f e r e n t  types of w i n e s  is  presented on 
t h e  following page. The graph suggests  t h a t  t h e  d i f fe rences  between Midi and 
Burgundy wines was g rea te r  than t h a t  between d i f f e r e n t  types of Burgundy wines, 
but  t h a t  Burgundy ordinary w i n e s  do have a c e r t a i n  amount of independence 
from f i n e  wines. A l l  t h r e e  moved together i n  t h e  e a r l y  years  of t h e  c r i s i s ,  
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but  t h e  two regions diverged s t rongly  a f t e r  1905, suggesting t h a t  t h e  c r i s i s  
might have been eas ing i n  Burgundy a f t e r  t h a t  ye&. W e  w i l l  want t o  examine 
i n  more d e t a i l  t h e  e f f e c t s  these  p r i c e  movements had on t h e  economic pos i t ion  
of t h e  winegrowers t o  see i f  t h e r e  w e r e  important d i f fe rences  capable of 
inf luencing p o l i t i c a l  pa t terns .  
Our t a s k  is t o  measure d i r e c t l y  t h e  changes i n  income earned by wine- 
growers t o  see whether o r  not  the  d i f fe rences  suggested by t h e  p r i c e  movements 
w e r e  t r u l y  a f f e c t i n g  t h e  experiences of t h e  d i f f e r e n t  groups of winegrowers. 
Comparing l i v i n g  condit ions i n  winegrowing regions  i s  not  an  easy task,  
however. The l o c a l  v a r i a t i o n s  wi th in  regions  makecstatistical.in£erence from 
aggregate f i g u r e s  a tenuous approach a t  b e s t .  Paradoxically,  our bes t  source 
of information may be q u a l i t a t i v e  r a t h e r  than q u a n t i t a t i v e  repor ts .  W e  w i l l  
use t h e  opinion of a government survey as a bas i s ,  and attempt t o  corroborate 
t h a t  testimony wi th  evidence from later observations.  
An important comparative survey of t h e  s i t u a t i o n  of French v i t i c u l t u r e  
w a s  undertaken by t h e  Parliament i n  t h e  spr ing of 1907. 38 The members 
t r a v e l l e d  t o  important cen te r s  of winegrowing a c t i v i t y  t o  l i s t e n  t o  statements 
by represen ta t ives  of l o c a l  groups a s  t o  t h e  ex ten t  and proposed cures of 
t h e  c r i s i s .  On t h e  twenty-seventh of May t h e  commission del ivered i t s  f i r s t  
repor t :  
A 
The Midi and t h e  departments Var, Bouches-du-Rhone, and 
Vaucluse a r e  a l ready completely ruined. I n  t h i s  region the  wine- 
grower has produced h i s  wine a t  a l o s s  f o r  severa l  years, and 
has no t  y e t  paid off  t h e  c o s t s  of h i s  r econs t i tu t ion .  H e  can no 
longer borrow from c a p i t a l i s t s  o r  establishments of c r g d i t  hypoth'ecaire. 
The regions  of t h e  southwest, t h e  w e s t ,  t h e  center ,  and t h e  
e a s t  seem less severe ly  s t r i cken .  They are receiving p r i c e s  which 
appear t o  cover t h e  c o s t s  of production, although they too f e e l  
t h e  e f f e c t s  of t h e  c r i s i s .  The s a l e  of t h e i r  products is  becoming 
slower and more d i f f i c u l t ,  and t h e  depression which a t t a c k s  them 
al ready through a diminution of t h e i r  n e t  revenues, looms a s  an 
i n e v i t a b l e  d i s a s t e r .  
Perhaps only t h e  g r e a t  wines of Burgundy and Bordeaux, with 
t h e i r  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  reputa t ion,  can hope t o  escape t h e  crisis. 
The workers s u f f e r  g r e a t l y  in a l l  t h e  winegrowin regions,  as 
t h e i r  income d e t e r i o r a t e s  under forced unemployment. 38 
The government commission fe l t .  t h a t  t h e r e  was a marked d i f fe rence  between 
t h e  economic condit ions i n  t h e  Midi and those  i n  Burgundy durigg 1907, and 
that some of t h e  most famous of t h e  Burgundy f i n e  wines might a c t u a l l y  pass 
through the  c r i s i s  without se r ious  d i f f i c u l t y .  There i s  room f o r  d0ub.t none- 
t h e l e s s  when one considers t h e  atmosphere i n  which t h e  survey was conducted. 
Its v i s i t  t o  t h e  Midi provided t h e  occasion f o r  t h e  f i r s t  public demonstration 
of t h e  1907 movement; a march on Narbonne. It i s  c e r t a i n l y  poss ib le  t h a t  t h i s  
a c t i v i t y  influenced t h e  commission i n  its evaluat ion of economic hardship i n  
the  south, so  we should look t o  o ther  sources. 
One i n t e r e s t i n g  a l t e r n a t i v e  i s  a monograph.written j u s t  before  W W I  which 
at tempts t o  compare t h e  recen t  changes in land p r i c e s  i n  var ious  a g r i c u l t u r a l  
40 
regions. Fortunately,  t h e r e  is  a good discuss ion of both t h e  Burgundy and 
Midi regions  within it.. This kind of information is  p a r t i c u l a r l y  use fu l  in 
a study of winegrowing regions because t h e  p r i c e s  of such lands tend t o  vary 
widely in a shor t  period of time, o f fe r ing  a s e n s i t i v e  measure of p ro f i t a -  
b i l i t y  i n  winegrowing. 41 Moreover, t h e  problems of i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  a r e  lessened 
f o r  our study. We s h a l l  see t h a t  most of t h e  p a r t i c i p a n t s  i n  the  1907 move- 
ment, and most of ~urgundy ' s  winegrowers, owned some land. For these  groups 
changes i n  t h e  p r i c e  of land can be expected t o  be a d i r e c t  measure of t h e  
changes in the  economic v i a b i l i t y  of t h e i r  pos i t ion .  For those who a l s o  r e l i e d  
on wage income w e  w i l l  look t o  changes i n  t h e  condit ions of labor  i n  a 
moment, but it would be l o g i c a l  t o  assume t h a t  f l u c t u a t i o n s  i n  land p r ices ,  
as an ind ica to r  of the  h e a l t h  of the  w i n e  indust ry ,  would a l s o  be a good 
ind ica to r  of l i v i n g  standards f o r  a l l  those whose economic l i f e  was dependent 
on wine. 
Land p r i c e s  i n  t h e  Midi dropped suddenly a f t e r  1901, and continued t o  
dec l ine  a t  a slower r a t e  u n t i l  1907. Caziot lists t h e  following a s  average 
p r i c e s  of a hec ta re  of land in t h e  p la ins ;  t h e  bes t  Midi v ine  land: 4 2 
1900: 10,000 t o  12,000 f rancs  
1902: 5,000 t o  6,000 f rancs  
1907: 2,000 t o  3,000 f rancs  
The p r i c e s  f o r  1907 are v i r t u a l l y  meaningless, however, because i t  was near ly  
impossible t o  s e l l l a n d  a t  any price., Government auct ions  o f t en  f a i l e d  t o  f ind  ' 
43 buyers. Therevol tof1907wasapparent lysuccess fu l in improvingthe  s i t u -  
a t i o n  of Midi v i t i c u l t u r e ,  however, a s  p r i c e s  returned t o  t h e i r  1900 l e v e l s  
by 1914. 
Land p r i c e s  i n  Burgundy a r e  not  a s  easy  t o  evaluate  a s  those  i n  the  Midi 
because they are less s t r i c t l y  t i e d  t o  a g r i c u l t u r a l  value. A p l o t  consis t ing  
of a hectare  and a half  i n  ~omange-conti s o l d  f o r  166,000 f rancs  per hectare  
- during the  c r i s i s ,  i t s t v a l u e  being due t o  t h e  commercial va lue  of i t s  famous 
name.44 Most of famous c l o s  c lass& thus re ta ined t h e i r  value. Pine wines 
without a g rea t  name w e r e  more s e n s i t i v e ,  however, and ordinary wine lands 
even more so. I n  Savigny-les-Beaune f o r  example, land which sold  f o r  113,000 
f rancs  per hectare  i n  1894 sold  f o r  j u s t  ha l f  t h a t  amount i n  1907, and dropped 
even f u r t h e r  by 1 9 1 4 . ~ ~  Indeed, 1907 does not  seem t o  have been a turning 
point  f o r  Burgundy land p r ices ;  a series of d i sas t rous  ha rves t s  from 1909- 
1914 continued t h e  d e l e t e r i o u s  e f f e c t  of t h e  depression. Most commentators 
are i n t e r e s t e d  in that l a t e r  decline.  Laurent descr ibes  t h e  " f i n a l  c r i s i s "  
of 1909-10 a s  "surpr is ing a convalescent v i t i c u l t u r e  with a misery t h a t  had 
not  been f e l t  i n  a long time,"46 c e r t a i n l y  worse than that of 1907. Caziot 
concludes h i s  survey of Burgundy by s t a t i n g  t h a t  "the s i t u a t i o n  in Burgundy 
( i n  1914) i s  extremely bad; the  g rea t  names alone have conserved a high 
pr ice ,  v ines  bearing f i n e  wines have dropped a t  l e a s t  two-thirds, while i t  
i s  bare ly  poss ib le  t o  s e l l  ordicary  v ines  a t  any price.  
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H e  comments e lse-  
where t h a t  a t  t h e  same t i m e  " there  flowed i n  t h e  Midi no t  a r i v e r  of wine, but  
a r i v e r  of gold. 1148 
The f a c t  that a later period i n f l i c t e d  even g rea te r  su f fe r ing  on Burgundy 
winegrowers would obviously not  have a f fec ted  t h e i r  a t t i t u d e s  i n  1907. The 
important r e s u l t  of t h i s  survey of land p r i c e s  is  t h a t  only a f t e r  t h e  d i s a s t e r s  
of 1909 and 1910 d id  land s a l e s  become d i f f i c u l t  and a t  r id icu lous  p r i c e s  a s  
they were i n  the  Midi by 1907. Winegrowing i n  Burgundy was a more v iab le  
occupation i n  1907 than it was i n  the  Midi a t  t h a t  time. 
Although land p r i c e s  a r e  a good proxy measure of t h e  economic hea l th  of 
winegrowers, it  would be use fu l  t o  know the  changes i n  more d i r e c t  measures 
of economic well-being. For vineworkers, t h i s  would include an examination 
of wage r a t e s  and t h e  c o s t  of l iv ing ,  i.e., r e a l  wages, and some est imation 
of unemployment rates. For p ropr ie to r s  w e  would need t o  know something about 
t h e  re la t ionsh ip  between wine p r i c e s  and t h e  cos t  of production t o  evaluate  
t h e  p r o f i t a b i l i t y  of winegrowing. 
Robert Laurent has attempted t o  const ruct  indices  of t h i s  type f o r  the  
~ G t e  dlOr f o r  t h e  period 1 8 0 & 1 9 1 3 . ~ ~  Wheat p r i c e s  a r e  used t o  es t imate  t h e  
cos t  of l i v i n g  and production c o s t s  a r e  a conglomeration of estimates of the  
var ious  inpu t s  used by winegrowers i n  a given year,  including labor .  He has 
attempted t o  c o r r e c t  f o r  any e r r o r s  i n  h i s  s t a t i s t i c a l  sources by corrobora- 
t i o n  with t h e  testimony of winegrowers and statements i n  l o c a l  and na t iona l  
publ ica t ions  concerned wi th  v i t i c u l t u r e .  H i s  r e s u l t s  f o r  t h e  post-phylloxeric 
period i n d i c a t e  that t h e  period 1901-1904 w a s  one of dec l ine  f o r  growers of 
both f i n e  and ordinary  wines, as w e l l  a s  wageworkers throughout the  department. 
There w e r e  decreases i n  money revenue and t h e  buying power of t h a t  
revenue f o r  a l l  groups. I n  t h e  year following t h e  harves t  of 1901 ne t  revenues 
dipped below t h e  subsis tence  l e v e l  f o r  a l l  growers, al though the  wages of 
workers remained s u f f i c i e n t  . 
The period 1904-08 saw a recovery i n  a l l  ca tegor ies .  Revenues w e r e  suf- 
f i c i e n t  t o  cover c o s t s  throughout t h i s  period,  although workers saw a l o s s  in 
real income due t o  t h e  r i s e  in the  p r i c e  of wheat. This was not  severe enough 
t o  d ip  below subsis tence  l eve l s .  
A s  wi th  land p r i c e s  i n  Burgundy, t h e  period 1908-1913 brought renewed 
dec l ines  i n  n e t  revenues f o r  a l l  groups. For growers of ordinary wines on 
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t h e  ~ r r i > r e - c o t e  n e t  revenues stayed below what Laurent determines t o  be t h e  
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v i t a l  minimum f o r  t h e  e n t i r e  period 1909-13. Winegrowers on t h e  Cote, whether 
producers of f i n e  o r  of ordinary wines, dropped below subsis tence  l e v e l s  a f t e r  
t h e  t o t a l  l o s s  of t h e  harves t  i n  1910, bu t  regained a v i a b l e  pos i t ion  a f t e r  
t h e  harves t  of 1911. 
Wage workers earned a s u f f i c i e n t  r e a l  wage throughout t h i s  period, but  
w e  know nothing of unemployment r a t e s .  Since employment i s  more l i k e l y  t o  
drop i n  a temporary c r i s i s  than wages, w e  cannot be  c e r t a i n  of t h e  f a t e  of 
those who depended on wagework and have no reason t o  con t rad ic t  t h e  opinion 
of t h e  government survey t h a t  unemployment w a s  making l i f e  d i f f i c u l t  f o r  
wage workers i n  a l l  v i t i c u l t u r a l  regions. 
A comprehensive study of t h e  Midi comparable t o  Laurent 's  work on 
Burgundy remains t o  be done. W e  can, however, obta in  a reasonably c l e a r  
p i c t u r e  of t h e  s i t u a t i o n  in the  south from a wider v a r i e t y  of sources. 
Wages remained a t  t h e i r  t r a d i t i o n a l  l e v e l  of about t h r e e  f rancs  a day f o r  
t h e  f i r s t  years  of t h e  crisis, although unemployment undoubtedly rose.  I n  
1903 a s t r i k e  wave boosted wages and regained jobs i n  many a reas ,  but the  
c r i s i s  worsened again i n  1904. Unemployment seems t o  have been t h e  biggest  . . 
problem from 1905. through 1907, climbing from 25 percent  t o  50 percent  i n  
those years. I n  some communes it was est imated a t  90 percent.50 Unemployment 
is a d i f f i c u l t  concept t o  de f ine  i n  winegrowing regions because many wage 
workers sought only part-time work i n  order t o  have time t o  tend t o  t h e i r  own 
vines.  The demand f o r  work w a s  p a r t l y  dependent on t h e i r  a b i l i t y  t o  draw 
revenue from t h e i r  harvests .  Any d i f f i c u l t i e s  i n  t h e  p r o f i t a b l e  marketing 
of ha rves t s  w i l l  simultaneously lower the  demand f o r  labor  and increase  i ts  
supply 
A s  an example of the  condit ions of landowning winegrowers we can use ne t  
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The ind ica t ion  is  t h a t  t h e  century opened i n  se r ious  d i f f i c u l t i e s  and t h a t  
a temporary improvement in 1903 was followed by renewed decl ines .  This domain 
was f a i r l y  l a r g e  and e f f i c i e n t ;  such e n t e r p r i s e s  survived t h e  c r i s i s  b e t t e r  
than t h e  smaller f a m i l i a l  producers so  w e  can assume that s imi la r  records from 
other  winegrowers would show an even more t r y i n g  experience. 
The chronology of economic hardship i n  our two regions  suggests two in te r -  
e s t i n g  conclusions. The f i r s t  is  t h a t  our i n i t i a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of the  
movements of p r i c e s  was cor rec t ;  t h e  regions  d id  share  similar experiences 
in t h e  e a r l y  years  of t h e  c r i s i s ,  but  t h e  s i t u a t i o n  i n  Burgundy improved 
throughout t h e  period 1905-07 while t h e  Midi f a i l e d  t o  s u s t a i n  t h e  recovery 
of 1903. The second i s  t h a t  economic condi t ions  were indeed s u b s t a n t i a l l y  
worse i n  t h e  Midi by 1907 than they w e r e  i n  Burgundy. 
S t r u c t u r a l  Changes 
The impoverishment of winegrowing regions  was not  uniformly d i s t r i b u t e d  
among a l l  groups. Everyone might conceivably have benef i t t ed  from higher 
p r i ces ,  but  t h e  t ightened economic condi t ions  in tens2f ied  t h e  advantages of 
those forms of winegrowing which a rose  from t h e  recons t i tu t ion  wi th  t h e  most 
e f f i c i e n t  methods. 
I n  t h e  Midi t h i s  w a s  t h e  l a r g e  domain wi th  economies of s c a l e  and a 
c o n t r o l l a b l e  work force.  Increasingly c a p i t a l i s t i c  owners f e l t  no obl igat ion 
t o  h i r e  v i l l a g e  workers when they w e r e  not  needed, e spec ia l ly  when t h e  
v i l l a g e r s  protes ted  t h e  imposition of i n d u s t r i a l  d i sc ip l ines .  I n  some 
l o c a l i t i e s  the  domains placed s u f f i c i e n t  emphasis on new i n d u s t r i a l  d i s c i p l i n e s  
t h a t  they imported workers from outs ide ,  leaving t h e  v i l l a g e  populations 
unemployed. A t  Cruzy, t h i s  touched off  a v i o l e n t  s t r i k e  which was only set- 
t l e d  by t h e  in te rven t ion  of t h e  n a t i o n a l  The a v a i l a b i l i t y  of 
d i s c i p l i n e d  labor  unconcerned wi th  the  maintenance of t r a d i t i o n a l  work con- 
d i t i o n s  gave t h e  l a r g e  domains even g r e a t e r  power over t h e  small winegrowers. 
Peasants from non-vi t icul tura l  regions of France, and many from Spain, flooded 
t h e  Midi throughout t h e  second hal f  of t h e  n ineteenth  century, wi th  only a 
b r i e f  r e s p i t e  during the  phylloxera.53 Before t h e  phylloxera, they had been 
r e s t r i c t e d  t o  more menial occupations, but  t h e  condit ions of t h e  i n d u s t r i a l  
v i t i c u l t u r e  removed t h e  b a s i s  f o r  d i s t i n c t i o n  between t h e  v i l l a g e  winegrower/ 
workers and t h e  unski l led  immigrants. 
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While t h e  pressure  of low p r i c e s  made it d i f f i c u l t  f o r  small growers 
t o  support themselves on t h e i r  own land, t h e  f a l l  in wages e f f e c t i v e l y  removed 
t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  of saving f o r  t h e  at tainment of t h a t  s t a t u s .  Most workers 
could s t i l l  a f fo rd  a small  p l o t ,  including t h e  immigrant workers. This was 
a period of morcellement, t h e  spread of very  s m a l l  p ropr ie torships .  This 
served t o  f u r t h e r  b l u r  t h e  d i s t i n c t i o n s  between v i l l a g e  winegrowers ,and 
unski l led  immigrants. Smith stresses t h a t  t h i s  d id  not  th rea ten  t o  take  land 
away from t h e  v i l l agers ,54  but  it  d id  l i m i t  t h e i r  hopes f o r  t h e  f u t u r e  and 
l e s s e n  t h e i r  perceived s t a t u s .  
The new s t r u c t u r e s  a l t e r e d  t h e  balance of power i n  v i l l a g e  p o l i t i c s .  
The patron-cl ient  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between t h e  l a r g e  landowners and the  immigrant 
p r o l e t a r i a t  included a p o l i t i c a l  c o a l i t i o n  of t h e  r i g h t .  R igh t i s t  p o l i t i c s  
i n  t h i s  e r a  of t h e  separa t ion of t h e  Church and s t a t e  were almost coterminous 
wi th  r e l i g i o u s  convict ions.  The new immigrants, e spec ia l ly  t h e  Spanish, were 
undoubtedly more devoted t o  Catholicism than t h e  winegrowers, many of whom 
w e r e  P ro tes tan t  and franc-macons with s t rong  a n t i c l e r i c a l  f ee l ings .  55 The 
t r a d i t i o n a l l y  dominant l e f t i s t  winegrowers found t h e i r  pos i t ion  threatened 
and responded by more a c t i v e  organizat ion.  Thus, t h e  s o c i a l i s t  labor  orga- 
n i z e r s  from t h e  Bourses du Trava i l  found ready l i s t e n e r s  i n  these  people i n  
t h e  process of l o s i n g  c o n t r o l  over t h e i r  work and community. 
I n  Burgundy t h e  pressure  of economic fo rces  w a s  urging a r e t u r n  t o  the  
s c a l e  of production most common before t h e  period of expansion. The ca re  of 
t h e  graf ted  v ines  which preserved t h e  q u a l i t y  of t h e  o l d  v ines  s t i l l  required 
a s k i l l e d  labor force ,  and t h e  l ack  of incen t ive  t o  concentrate i n  l a r g e  
domains meant t h a t  i n d u s t r i a l  con t ro l  of t h e  work fo rce  w a s  unnecessary. 
Thus t h e  marginal growers who were unable t o  withstand t h e  c r i s i s  and turned 
t o  wage work were faced wi th  a t r a d i t i o n a l l y  acceptable l i f e s t y l e  r a t h e r  
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than an unfamiliar  and demeanipg one. The f a c t  t h a t  t h e  c r i s i s  followed 
d i r e c t l y  on t h e  h e e l s  of t h e  phylloxera seems t o  have discouraged immigration 
throughout the  period, so t h e r e  was l i t t l e  o u t s i d e  competition f o r  jobs. I n  
f a c t  t h e r e  were incessant  complaints about l abor  shortages;  ser ious  enough 
t o  warrant t h e  c a l l i n g  of a Congress in 1911 t o  d i scuss  t-he problem of r u r a l  
depopulation i n  t h e  ~ G t e  d'Or. 
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The p a t t e r n s  of land ownership were changing i n  t h i s  period, but  i n  t h e  
opposi te  d i r e c t i o n  of t h e  changes i n  t h e  Midi. There had been morcellement 
a t  t h e  time of t h e  expansion, but  t h e  tendency was revers ing i t s e l f  a s  wine- 
growers sought t o  ob ta in  enough land t o  p r o f i t a b l y  employ t h e  new techniques 
of c u l t i v a t i o n  and p e s t  protect ion.57 Those who were unable t o  do so  sold 
t h e i r  land and r e l i e d  more heavily on wage work, o r  moved t o  t h e  c i t i e s .  
There was not  a  threatening immigrant l abor  f o r c e  seeking land, so t h e  owner- 
s h i p  of land d id  not  have t h e  importance of a s t a t u s  d i s t i n c t i o n  from persons 
ou t s ide  t h e  v i l l a g e  community t h a t  it  had i n  t h e  Midi. The trend toward con- 
cen t ra t ion  of property began i n  earnes t  a f t e r  1907. 
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The combination of t h e  phylloxera and t h e  depression i n  t h e  years  1890- 
1910 seems t o  have a l t e r e d  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  balance i n  Burgundy a s  i t  d id  i n  t h e  
Midi, pu t t ing  g rea te r  stress on the  s o c i a l i s t  vineworkers. The stress was 
not  t h e  r e s u l t  of an i n f l u x  of conservative peasants, but  of the  departure of 
t h e  bankrupt winegrowers.59 These changes a l s o  seem t o  have gained r e a l  
momentum a f t e r  t h e  economic c r i s i s ,  a s  evidenced by t h e  evolution of t h e  poli-  
t i c a l  support f o r  Camuzet, t h e  deputy from Beaune. A young and ardent  s o c i a l i s t  
a t  t h e  time of h i s  e l e c t i o n  i n  1902, he was abandoned by h i s  e a r l y  p o l i t i c a l  
f r i e n d s  before  1914, and was forced t o  continue moving toward the  r i g h t  t o  
appeal  t o  t h e  moderate vote. 
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P o l i t i c a l  organizat ion - and Col lec t ive  Action 
i n  t h e  Midi --- 
The mobi l iza t ion of t h e  Midi movement has  been well-docmented elsewhere, 
so i t  w i l l  be s u f f i c i e n t  t o  r e c a l l  t h e  main f e a t u r e s  of t h a t  movement f o r  
comparison wi th  Burgundy. 
The landowners w e r e  t h e  f i r s t  t o  p r o t e s t  i n  a c o l l e c t i v e  fashion.  I n  
1893 a bumper harvest ,  t h e  f i r s t  b i g  post-phylloxeric production peak, brought 
p r i c e s  down low enough t h a t  t h e r e  w a s  t a l k  of a need f o r  government ac t ion  
t o  counter t h e  "mevente" o r  p r i c e  depression. Some 30,000 landowning wine- 
growers m e t  i n  Montpellier t o  publ ic ize  t h e i r  concern. The government of 
t h e  Third Republic feared an a t t a c k  from t h e  r i g h t ,  seeing i n  t h e  p r o t e s t s  
t h e  inf luence  of t h e  l a r g e  conservative p ropr ie to r s .  This f e a r  p e r s i s t e d  
throughout t h e  c r i s i s  period. Government o f f i c i a l s  w e r e  besieged by pe t i -  
t ions ,  r e so lu t ions ,  and orders  of t h e  day c a l l i n g  f o r  t h e  con t ro l  of fraud. 
Winegrowers held meetings t o  d iscuss  t h e i r  problems throughout t h e  period 
from 1893 t o  1907, "reaching p a r t i c u l a r l y  threatening levels in 1894, 1901, 
1903, and 1905, when winegrowers c a l l e d  f o r  t h e  mass res ignat ion of o f f i c i a l s  
and even threatened c i v i l  disorders.161 No s i n g l e  organizat ion emerged t o  
u n i t e  t h e  i n t e r e s t s  of t h e  landowners; t h e r e  w e r e  many s m a l l  competing orga- 
n iza t ions ,  each of which took a hard-line s tand o f t e n  incompatible wi th  t h e  
others.62 Resolutions w e r e  genera l ly  exaggerated and v i o l e n t  as i n  t h e  
congress a t  ~ e ) z i e r s  i n  1905, even though t h a t  congress was held wi th  the  
i n t e n t i o n  of unifying winegrowers. The f e a r  of t h e  government t h a t  t h e  l a r g e  
conservat ive  landowners would rob t h e  government of t h e  loya l ty  of t h e  peasantry 
appear t o  have been unfounded s ince  most of t h e  meetings w e r e  one-sided a f f a i r s  
i n  which t h e  l a r g e  owners f a i l e d  t o  rece ive  broad support. 63 
An important reason f o r  the  f a i l u r e  of t h e  landowners movement was the  
p a r a l l e l  development of l abor  organizat ion mong a g r i c u l t u r a l  workers in t h e  
Midi. 
I n  t h e  l a s t  decade of t h e  n ineteenth  century most unions w e r e  shorgl ived 
because they w e r e  c rea ted  t o  solve  a p a r t i c u l a r  problem and disappeared when 
that problem was solved. They w e r e  l o c a l  a f f a i r s ,  but  t h e  urban l abor  move- 
ment offered organizat ional  a s s i s t ance .  
I n  1901 and 1902 workers accepted dec l in ing  wages i n  some areas ,  appar- 
e n t l y  p re fe r r ing  lower wages t o  unemployment. Their a t t i t u d e  seems t o  have 
been one of res ignat ion i n  t h e  face  of t h e  d i s a s t e r  then experienced by the  
wine indust ry  a s  a whole. There was some p a r t i c i p a t i o n  by workers i n  the  
winegrowers' meetings, and, in those regions  p a r t i c i p a t i n g  in t h e  t a x  s t r i k e  
of 1902, t h e  workers followed t h e  lead of t h e  growers. This support was 
sporadic with no evidence of independent i n i t i a t i v e .  The harves t  of 1903 
changed t h e  s i t u a t i o n .  A severe  f r o s t  l imi ted  t h e  harves t ,  d r iv ing  p r i c e s  
up enough t o  br ighten t h e  p r o f i t  p i c t u r e  f o r  many growers. The l a r g e r  growers 
w e r e  r e l u c t a n t  t o  share  t h e i r  good fo r tune  wi th  t h e  workers, so  t h e  winter  
of 1903-04 saw a wave of a g r i c u l t u r a l  s t r i k e  a c t i v i t y  unprecedented i n  French 
h i s to ry .  There is no doubt t h a t  t h e  in f luence  of t h e  urban labor  organiza- 
t i o n s  w a s  important f o r  t h e  spread of information and t h e  r a i s i n g  of c l a s s  
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consciousness both p r i o r  t o  and during t h e  s t r i k e s ,  but  t h e  s t r i k e s  w e r e  
l o c a l  a f f a i r s ,  run by l o c a l  union leaders ,  d i rec ted  a t  l o c a l  landowners f o r  
t h e  s a t i s f a c t i o n  of l o c a l  demands, and o f t e n  s e t t l e d  by v i l l a g e  leaders .  
The ~ g d g r a t i o n  des  Trava i l l eu rs  Agricoles du Midi, only loosely  a f f i l i -  
a t e d  with t h e  CGT a t  t h a t  time, had no hand i n  t h e  1903-04 s t r i k e  movement, 
although they gained support in i ts  wake a s  vineworkers s a w  t h e  advantages 
of organizat ion.  The disadvantages of large-scale organizat ion with na t iona l  
p o l i t i c a l  goals  appeared shor t ly  the rea f te r .  
I n  December, 1904 t h e  Federation, following t h e  doc t r ines  of t h e  CGT, 
staged a general  s t r i k e  which accomplished nothing. Early in 1905 t h e  Fede- 
r a t i o n  became o f f i c i a l l y  a f f i l i a t e d  with t h e  CGT, a f u r t h e r  s t e p  toward 
communist ideo log ica l  pur i ty .  The concern of t h e  Federation wi th  na t iona l  
i s s u e s  was not  shared by many workers who w e r e  more i n t e r e s t e d  in l o c a l  eco- 
nomic con t ro l  than n a t i o n a l  revolution,  with t h e  r e s u l t  t h a t  t h e  s t r i k e s  i n  
t h e  years  between 1905 and 1907 were once aga in  t h e  work of l o c a l  organizat ions 
who were becoming, i n  t h e  eyes of o f f i c i a l s  and t h e  press ,  increas ingly  m i l i t a n t .  
The s t r i k e s  of 1903-04 had consis ted  pr imar i ly  of parades and other publ ic  
d i sp lays  designed t o  b r ing  public opinion t o  bear on t h e  landowners. The 
economic p o s i t i o n  of t h e  workers was not  s t rong,  so  it appears t h a t  the  s o c i a l  
pressure  was dec i s ive  i n  t h e  success of t h e  s t r i k e s .  The later s t r i k e s  a l s o  
used t h i s  t a c t i c  t o  some ex ten t ,  but t h e i r  demands w e r e  more r a d i c a l ,  c a l l i n g  
f o r  t h e  establishment of t h e  r i g h t  t o  work t h e  land. For t h e  s t r i k e r s  t h e  
i s s u e  w a s  t h e  reduct ion of unemployment, but  landowners and o t h e r s  perceived 
t h i s  a s  an at tempt t o  gain  con t ro l  o r  ownership of t h e  land and refused t o  
consider such revolut ionary  demands. 65 Moreover, many vineworkers d id  not 
a c t i v e l y  support movements i n  which revolut ionary  i s s u e s  were important. 
To understand t h e  d i s s a t i s f a c t i o n  of workers with t h e  Federation and 
t h e  r i g h t  t o  work s t r i k e s  and t h e i r  eventual  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  in t h e  r e v o l t  of 
1907, w e  must understand t h e  p e c u l i a r i t i e s  of t h e i r  pos i t ion .  Vineworkers, 
d e s p i t e  t h e i r  s y n d i c a l i s t  a c t i v i t y ,  w e r e  not  a  l and less  p r o l e t a r i a t .  Workers 
in most regions  owned, o r  could expect t o  i n h e r i t ,  from one-half t o  one 
hectare  of land. Vineyards of t h i s  s i z e  w e r e  not  s u f f i c i e n t  t o  support a  
family, so wage work on t h e  l a r g e  domains w a s  e s s e n t i a l  t o  t h e  su rv iva l  of 
t h e  vineworkers and h i s  family. S t i l l ,  t h e  d i s t i n c t i o n s  between workers and 
small p r o p r i e t o r s  were blurred enough t h a t  t h e r e  was a s t rong  f e e l i n g  of 
shared i n t e r e s t .  It i s  q u i t e  poss ib le  t h a t  many persons passed through 
var ious  s t ages  of landedness during t h e i r  l i f e t imes ,  and it i s  c e r t a i n  t h a t  
t h e  small landowners had s u f f i c i e n t  sympathy f o r  t h e  needs of t h e  workers 
t h a t  they genera l ly  granted wage demands before  t h e  s t r i k e  movements, and 
gave both  moral and f i n a n c i a l  support t o  t h e  s t r i k i n g  workers.66 Many could 
a l s o  remember t h e  pre-phylloxeric period when Midi v i t i c u l t u r e  w a s  a much more 
a r t i s a n a l  mode of production. This gave t h e  labor  movement the  appearance of 
a s t r u g g l e  f o r  an  o lder ,  outdated way of l i f e ;  a common f e a t u r e  of n ineteenth  
century urban movements, and never completely compatible wi th  a p ro le ta r i an  
s o c i a l i s t  revolut ion.  Thus, 
while t h e  t a c t i c s  which the  l abor  l e a d e r s  sought t o  adapt and 
apply i n  t h e  Midi w e r e  those of an  i n d u s t r i a l  t r a d e  unionism, 
they were only p a r t i a l l y  s u i t a b l e  f o r  t h e  condit ions of workers 
who were, f i r s t  and foremost, v i l l a g e r s  and a g r i c u l t u r a l  a r t i s a n s ,  
and who above a l l  appeared t o  want t o  avoid p rec i se ly  the  kind 
of rou t in ized  mass d i s c i p l i n e  which t h e  heads of t h e  Federation 
and t h e  CGT expected of them.67 
The disenchantment of workers wi th  t h e  m i l i t a n t  l abor  organizat ions l ed  
t o  a g r e a t e r  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  v i l l a g e  organizat ions  of winegrowers. This 
w a s  forbidden by t h e  Federation a s  an at tempt a t  an en ten te  patronale.  They 
w e r e  of t h e  opinion t h a t  workers should not  concern themselves with t h e  terms 
of s a l e  of a product which d i d  not  belong t o  them, and t h a t  they should 
a b s t a i n  completely from t h e  pat ronal  movements f o r . t h e  defense of v i t i c u l t u r e .  68 
The Federat ion's  leadership  seems t o  have shared t h e  government's f e a r  t h a t  
t h e  l a r g e  landowners would tu rn  t h e  peasantry t o  t h e  support of t h e i r  conser- 
v a t i v e  i n t e r e s t s .  The e f f e c t  of t h e  increasingfparticipation by workers was 
j u s t  t h e  opposite .  The workers f e l t  t h a t  they could pursue t h e i r  interests 
a s  landowning winegrowers without abandoning t h e i r  interests as workers and 
without being dominated by conservative p ropr ie to r s .  The workers joined 
f o r c e s  wi th  t h e  smaller growers, t h e i r  f e l low members of t h e  v i l l a g e  commu- 
n i t y ,  bu t  t h e  influence of t h e  l a r g e  landowners over these  two groups 
diminished as workers became more ac t ive .  The labor  movement had thus  pro- 
vided t h e  winegrowers movement with an  e n t h u s i a s t i c  popular support,  t ra ined 
i n  c e r t a i n  forms of c o l l e c t i v e . a c t i o n ,  and f r u s t r a t e d  with at tempts t o  improve 
t h e i r  s i t u a t i o n  a t  t h e  expense of property,  i.e., ready t o  cooperate i n  t h e  
defense of l a r g e r  regional  i n t e r e s t s .  69 
P o l i t i c s  - i n Burwndy 
I n  t h e  Midi, t h e  na t iona l  trend toward t h e  production of high-yield 
w i n e s  f o r  t h e  mass market had created  a homogeneity of product unique in 
French winegrowing regions. W e  have seen t h e  importance of t h i s  homogeneity 
f o r  t h e  spread of c o l l e c t i v e  consciousness i n  t h e  southern v i l l a g e s .  It 
should not  be surpr is ing,  then, t o  discover t h a t  t h i s  expansion of ordinary 
wine production had a near ly  opposite  e f f e c t  on t h e  un i ty  of i n t e r e s t s  of 
Burgundy winegrowers. It did,  i n  f a c t ,  aggravate what Laurent c a l l s  a 
" t r a d i t i o n a l  r i v a l r y  between Beaune and Dijon, r e s t i n g  on t h e  d i f fe rence  of 
i n t e r e s t  between producers of f i n e  wines and producers of ordinary wines. 
This made any c o l l e c t i v e  manifestat ion d i f f i c u l t .  1170 
I n  1894, when meetings w e r e  held in both  Beaune and Dijon, a federa t ion 
of a g r i c u l t u r a l  s o c i e t i e s  of t h e  Center and E a s t  was proposed, but  never 
formed. Similarly,  a union of v i t i c u l t u r a l  s o c i e t i e s  of t h e  ~ 8 t e  d'Or d is -  
appeared a s  soon as it was born i n  1895. A t  t h e  P a r i s  exposit ion of 1900 
Burgundy presented a united f r o n t ,  but  i t  was impossible t o  organize a l l  t h e  
divergent  groups f o r  t h e  exposit ion a t  ~ i A ~ e  i n  1905. The f e a r  of being 
dominated by t h e  Midi winegrowers kept Burgundians out  of na t iona l  organizat ions,  
and eventually l e d  t o  t h e  f i r s t  congress of t h e  Confederation Generale des 
Associat ions Vi t i co les  de  Bourgogne, in 1906 a t  Macon. 
The progr;s de l a  ~ g t e  dlOr, a d a i l y  newspaper published i n  Dijon, gave 
considerable coverage t o  t h e  congress, beginning wi th  t h e  publ ica t ion of t h e  
announcement on October 14. This announcement, signed by t h e  pres idents  of 
s e v e r a l  winegrowing federa t ions ,  a t t r i b u t e d  t h e  c r i s i s  and its r e s u l t i n g  
misery t o  fraud, and i n v i t e d  everyone t o  a t t end ,  beginning November 4 th ,  t o  
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form an imposing demonstration. It appears t h a t  the  turnout  was imposing 
(2500 persons),72 but  once again bickering over l o c a l  p o l i t i c s  prevented a 
s t rong and unif ied  approach. When t h e  pres ident  of t h e  congress s t a t e d  t h a t  
t h e  major i ty  opinion t h a t  sugar should be banned had been compromised t o  
p l a c a t e  t h e  producers o f . f i n e  wines, t h e r e  w a s  a renewed c a l l  from t h e  g a l l e r y  
f o r  t h e  complete suppression of sugar. M. Pennelle, t h e  pres ident  of t h e  
Chamber of Commerce of Beaune protes ted;  "We d e s i r e  t h e  union of a l l  Burgundy 
wine growers, but  i f . t h e  assembly vo tes  t h e  complete suppression of sugar, 
we w i l l  have no recourse but  t o  l eave  and hold another meeting on Sunday a t  
Beaune . "73 H i s  adamant a t t i t u d e  r e s u l t s  from t h e  importance of sugar t o  
producers of f i n e  wines. Carnot, t h e  right-of-center deputy from t h e  second 
d i s t r i c t  of Beaune, was booed as he began t o  address t h e  congress, but  he 
appealed t o  them t o  u n i t e  !in s t r e n g t h  and not  complain i n  d i v i s i o n  and 
weakness. 
Camuzet, the  p o l i t i c a l l y  a g i l e  s o c i a l i s t  deputy of t h e  f i r s t  d i s t r i c t  
of Beaune summed t h e  s i t u a t i o n  t h i s  way, "It is e s s e n t i a l  that sugar be kept 
from t h e  production of a r t i f i c i a l  wines, but  one must not  fo rge t  t h a t  the re  
are i n t e r e s t s  t o  p ro tec t  i n  Champagne and Burgundy f o r  c e r t a i n  f i n e  w i n e s .  1174 
The r e s u l t i n g  r e s o l u t i o n  ind ica tes  t h a t  Camuzet had a good understanding of 
t h e  p o l i t i c a l  realities; sugar was t o  be forbidden f o r  use a f t e r  t h e  f i r s t  
cuvee, and those  wishing t o  improve t h e  a lcoho l ic  content  of t h e i r  wines a t  
t h e  f i r s t  cuvee would be permitted t o  do so, but  would pay a sur tax  so  t h a t  
t h e i r  wines could not be competitive wi th  n a t u r a l  w i n e s .  The su r tax  would 
not  be an  i n t o l e r a b l e  burden f o r  t h e  producers of f i n e  wines because the  
inc rease  would not  be a l a r g e  percentage of t h e i r  revenues. It w a s  intended 
t o  discourage t h e  use of sugar i n  ordinary wines where t h e  making of a r t i -  
f i c i a l  wine from sugar was more p r o f i t a b l e  than the  production of n a t u r a l  
wine. The compromise r e s u l t ,  not wholly s a t i s f a c t o r y  t o  anyone, w a s  unable 
t o  genera te  t h e  fe rvor  of Alber t ' s  condemnations of fraud.  
The landowning winegrowers of Burgundy w e r e  a divided group of quarrel-  
i n g  i n t e r e s t s  on t h e  eve of 1907, and t h e  only coherent representa t ion of 
t h e i r  i n t e r e s t s  came f r ~ m  p o l i t i c i a n s  l i k e  Camuzet and t h e  permanent committee 
of t h e  Confederation. The permanent committee was fomed  of t h e  most v i s i b l e  
men i n  t h e  var ious  sub-regions of Burgundy and came t o  dominate l a t e r  con- 
g resses  through con t ro l s  on s i z e  and agenda. It gradually became a profes- 
s i o n a l  lobbying organizat ion t o  whom t h e  wi ld ly  democratic manifestat ion of 
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1906 was a scene t o  be avoided i n  the  fu tu re .  S imi lar ly ,  t h e  use of such 
t a c t i c s  as t h e  res igna t ion  of l o c a l  governments and t h e  r e f u s a l  t o  pay taxes 
w a s  never enter ta ined in winegrowers' meetings, ind ica t ing  an i m p l i c i t  f a i t h  
i n  t h e  responsiveness of l eg i t ima te  channels t o  the  need f o r  change. 
Burgundy's winegrowers were somewhat less uni ted  than those of t h e  Midi, 
and less r a d i c a l  i n  t h e i r  t a c t i c s ,  but they w e r e  organized i n  t h e  defense of 
t h e i r  i n t e r e s t s .  Burgundy vineworkers do no t  seem t o  have made any s t eps  
toward mobil izat ion.  When t h e  CGT held i ts  congress i n  Montpellier (1902) 
t o  lend support t o  t h e  burgeoning labor movement in t h e  Midi, i t  was noted 
t h a t  "the vineworkers' movement has not  penetrated t h e  regions of Bordeaux 
and Burgundy. "76 I n  May, 1914, Paul  Ader, pres ident  of t h e  Midi Federation, 
expressed h i s  r e g r e t  t h a t  "between t h e  regions  of Beaujolais  and Champagne, 
t h e r e  d id  not  e x i s t  a s i n g l e  organizat ion of workers in Burgundy, desp i t e  
t h e  presence of some sympathetic workers. 1177 
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The S t a t i s t i q u e  des  Greves shows not  one a g r i c u l t u r a l  s t r i k e  in the  Cste 
d'Or in t h e  f i r s t  decade of t h e  twent ie th  century. It may be t h a t  workers 
p a r t i c i p a t e d  i n  t h e  v i l l a g e  organizat ions  of t h e  growers and came t o  be con- 
t r o l l e d  by t h e  dominant groups i n  t h e  Confederation j u s t  a s  t h e  small growers 
of ordinary  wines. This would be  a good d i r e c t i o n  f o r  f u t u r e  research,  but 
i t  i s  s u f f i c i e n t  f o r  t h i s  study t o  n o t e  t h a t  t h e  workers offered no inde- 
pendent examples of modes of ac t ion,  nor d i d  they c o n s t i t u t e  a powerful group 
contending f o r  control .  
Reconstructing t h e  a c t i v i t i e s  of Burgundy winegrowers during the  days 
of May and June, 1907 is a d i f f i c u l t  task.  A thorough search of t h e  na t iona l  
archive  series f o r  t h e  po l i ce  and t h e  J u s t i c e  Department tu rns  up no repor t s  
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on Burgundy for. t h i s  period. They conta in  information on the  Midi events, 
but  o the r  regions  d id  no t  draw n a t i o n a l ' a t t e n t i o n .  It i s  tempting t o  i n f e r  
from t h i s  t h a t  nothing of i n t e r e s t  happened, but  v e r i f i c a t i o n  from l o c a l  
sources should help t o  cure any nagging doubts. The p r e f e c t ' s  r epor t  which 
began t h i s  paper is  he lp fu l  i n  t h i s  regard,  but  t h e r e  a r e  those who might 
argue t h a t  a p o l i t i c a l  appointee stood t o  gain  p r e s t i g e  from ignoring minor 
inc iden t s  and repor t ing t r a n q u i l l i t y  t o  a super ior  besieged with d i f f i c u l t i e s  
elsewhere. Contemporary newspaper r e p o r t s  might then be of i n t e r e s t  a s  a 
t h i r d  point  of view. 
7 9 The coverage of t h e  Midi meetings by t h e  Journal  - de Beaune is  interspersed 
wi th  its much more extensive coverage of t h e  running controversy between the  
Chamber of Commerce and t h e  winegrowers over statements made by Ponnelle t o  
t h e  parliamentary commission a t  t h e  time of i t s  v i s i t  t o  Beaune (Apri l ,  1907) 
Ponnelle had made t h e  observation. t h a t  w i n e  of high q u a l i t y  had nothing t o  
f e a r  from the  competition of Midi wines. H e  implied t h a t  those Burgundians 
who w e r e  su f fe r ing  from t h e  c r i s i s  had brought about t h e i r  own misery by 
abandoning t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  high q u a l i t y  methods i n  favor of higher y i e l d s  i n  
lower q u a l i t y  w i n e .  This  t r a n s i t i o n  d i d  indeed occur during t h e  expansion 
under t h e  Second Empire, and espec ia l ly  during t h e  1880's when t h e  Midi was 
cr ippled by t h e  phylloxera and Burgundy had no t  y e t  been af fec ted .  The 
growers argued t h a t  t h e  merchants had urged them t o  make t h e  change in order 
t o  r e a l i z e  higher p r o f i t s  f o r  themselves during t h e  temporary boom market 
i n  ordinary wines. Evidently the  b r i e f  u n i t y  of t h e  compromise reso lu t ions  
of t h e  1906 congress had eroded. 
There a r e  no r e p o r t s  of ac t ions  by Burgundy winegrowers during t h i s  
period. There is  a r e p o r t  in t h e  Journal  - de Beaune of May 30th t h a t  t h e  
departmental union of winegrowers of t h e  ~aGne-et-Loire had decided t o  imi ta te  
t h e  Midi and t o  hold a meeting of p r o t e s t  t h e  following Sunday (June 2 ) ,  but  
apparently t h i s  meeting, i f  held a t  a l l ,  d id  not warrant even t h e  abbreviated 
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coverage given t h e  meeting at  Nimes on t h a t  da te ,  because the re  is  no follow- 
up repor t .  By now t h e  coincidence of negat ive  evidence seems s u f f i c i e n t  t o  
conclude t h a t  Burgundy's winegrowers w e r e  indeed pass ive  during t h e  r e v o l t  
of 1907. It would be  i n t e r e s t i n g  t o  see whether o r  not  they a l s o  shared the  
p o l i t i c a l  pre judice  aga ins t  t h e  Midi's methods which is  evident  in t h e  Journal  
de  Beaune. -
W e  have mentioned t h e  expression of s o l i d a r i t y  by t h e  union of t h e  ~a%ne-  
et-Loire, and the re  are o the r  i s o l a t e d  examples of support.  On t h e  four teenth  
of July,  Raqui l le t ,  t h e  s o c i a l i s t  mayor of t h e  commune of Mercurey, refused 
t o  lower the  red  f l a g  which had been r a i s e d  over t h e  town h a l l ,  explaining 
t h a t  he wanted t o  show t h e  proper a t t i t u d e  of respect  f o r  t h e  Midi movement. 
H e  was a r res ted ,  t r i e d ,  and acqui t ted .  
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On t h e  n i n t h  of July ,  t h e  sub-prefect a t  Beaune reported t o  the  p re fec t  
t h a t  
the re  w e r e  rumors c i r c u l a t i n g  a t  Beaune t h a t  t h e  events i n  t h e  
Midi had had a s i g n i f i c a n t  repercussion on t h e  c o l l e c t i o n  of 
taxes i n  Burgundy, b u t  t h a t  only in four o r  f i v e  communes of 
Nolay w a s  t h e r e  any res i s t ance .  
Many winegrowers, unable t o  sel l  t h e i r  harves ts ,  a r e  i n  
g r e a t  misery and made use  of the  example of t h e  Midi, following 
t h e  advice of t h e  mayor of p a r i s - 1 ' ~ d p i t a l  ( ~ a s n e - e t - ~ o i r e )  and 
refused t o  pay t h e i r  taxes.  There i s  no t ,  however, 
anY81 se r ious  a g i t a t i o n ,  and f o r  the  moment none i s  expected. 
This kind of response seems less p o l i t i c a l  than economic; winegrowers unable 
t o  make ends m e e t  simply took advantage of t h e  p o l i t i c a l  c l imate  t o  cu t  
cos ts .  There is no i n d i c a t i o n  i n  t h e  repor t  t h a t  t h i s  a c t i o n  was accompanied 
by demands o r  t h r e a t s  d i r e c t e d . a g a i n s t  t h e  hosp i t a l .  
There were, no doubt o the r  ins tances  of support f o r  t h e  Midi movement, 
but  t h e  dominant f e e l i n g  in t h e  region seems t o  have b e e n . l e s s  than enthusi- 
a s t i c .  A t  t h e  congress of 1907 the  i s s u e  was addressed d i r e c t l y :  
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M. Hucquet, of t h e  Rhone, asked of t h e  Congress a vo te  of 
reprimand and blame aga ins t  t h e  government who massacged 
our b ro the rs  in t h e  Midi. 
(Cris ,  Tumulte, v io len tes  p r o t e s t a t i o n s  dans t o u t e  l a  s a l l e )  
M. Jacob, mayor of Tonnerre, No p o l i t i c s !  We a r e  he re  t o  demand 
our r i g h t s ,  but  w e  do not want s e p a r a t i s t  ac t ions .  
I n  the  face  of t h e  p r o t e s t s  of t h e  delegates ,  M. Hucquet could 
not  f i n i s h  h i s  address nor br ing h i s  proposi t ion  t o  a vote ,  
censured by a l l  t h e  winegrowers present ,  who declared themselves 
t o  have come t o  Chalon t o  do a good day 's  work ( f a i r e  d e  l a  bonne 
besogne) and not  t o  g e t  involved i n  p o l i t i c s .  
Burgundy's winegrowers w e r e  indeed opposed t o  non-legitimate p o l i t i c a l  a c t i v i t y .  
This Congress represen t s  t h e  triumph of order  i n  Burgundy's p o l i t i c s .  Atten- 
hen& was l imi ted  by t h e  permanent commission t o  o f f i c i a l  r epresen ta t ives  of 
associa t ions .  Their  i n t e n t i o n  was t o  make t h e  meeting absolute ly  profes- 
s iona l .  Thus, when t h e  pres ident  of t h e  congress reported t h a t  s y n d i c a l i s t  
i d e a s  had made g r e a t  progress i n  Burgundy between the  1906 and 1907 congresses, 
t h a t  t h e  people who a t  t h e  time of t h e  1906 congress w e r e  incapable of a 
common e f f o r t  had become aware of the  vklue of organizat ion and had grouped 
themselves under t h e  form of assoc ia t ions  and reg iona l  o r  departmental fede- 
r a t i o n s ,  he was descr ib ing a movement toward a well-organized and profess ional  
(i .e. ,  l eg i t ima te )  instrument f o r  t h e  defense of Burgundy v i t i c u l t u r e .  The 
Confederation became a lobbying organizat ion,  s imi la r  t o  t h e  CGV, but'. without 
t h e  a c t i v i s t  prepara t ion of t h e  defense committees. The two regional  groups 
joined f o r c e s  j u s t  before  World War I. 
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Regional Contrasts  - and Conf l i c t s  
A s  p a r t  of our discussion of t h e  importance of regional  uni ty  in t h e  
p r o t e s t  movement w e  must be ca re fu l  t o  d i s t i n g u i s h  those  regional  q u a l i t i e s  
and i n t e r e s t s  which were not  shared by t h e  two regions under study. The 
s i m i l a r  t r a d i t i o n s  of p o l i t i c a l  radical ism which w e  noted a t  t h e  o u t s e t  do 
i n d i c a t e  t h a t  both  regions had a demonstrated capacity f o r  c o l l e c t i v e  ac t ion,  
bu t  do not  suggest t h a t  they were in any sense uni ted  i n  t h e i r  i n t e r e s t s .  
It may have seemed i m p l i c i t  in t h a t  d iscuss ion t h a t  our t a s k  would be  t o  
expla in  why Burgundy d id  not  j o i n  t h e  Midi i n  i ts  movement of p r o t e s t ,  but 
t h a t  would be  too simple a conception. There are, as w e  s h a l l  see, reasons 
t o  expect t h a t  Burgundy would not produce a c o l l e c t i v e  movement during t h i s  
period. There are a l s o  convincing reasons t o  expect t h a t  such a movement, 
i f  i t  had occurred, might have had d i f f e r e n t  goals  from that of t h e  Midi. 
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For example, i n  1894 when the re  w e r e  meetings i n  Narbonne, Nimes, and 
Montpell ier  t o  organize t h e  defense of Midi winegrowers, meetings were held 
i n  Beaune and Dijon t o  "respond" t o  those  i n  t h e  south by pu t t ing  forward 
t h e  i n t e r e s t s  of Burgundy winegrowers. 84 This  a t t i t u d e  was t h e  r e s u l t  of 
some real c o n f l i c t s  of economic i n t e r e s t  a s  we l l  a s  t h e . d i f f e r e n t  regional  
c h a r a c t e r s  r e f l e c t i n g  t h e i r  d i f f e r e n t  h i s t o r i c a l  o r ig ins .  
Severa l  important regional  c o n f l i c t s  of i n t e r e s t  a rose  because of t h e  
d i f f e r e n t  requirements of t h e  d i f f e r e n t  r eg iona l  wines. Burgundy was a 
divided region with about hal f  of i ts  t o t a l  wine s a l e s  coming from f i n e  
wines, and hal f  from ordinary wines. The Midi, desp i t e  i t s  grea te r  s i z e ,  
yielded a near ly  homogenous product. Fine wines and ordinary wines depended 
on s l i g h t l y  d i f f e r e n t  markets f o r  t h e i r  income, and had.some d i f f e r e n t  input  
requirements. This r esu l t ed  i n  a c e r t a i n  amount of in t ra- regional  c o n f l i c t  
i n  Burgundy which w e  s h a l l  d i scuss  i n  some d e t a i l  l a t e r ,  but  it a l s o  set 
a p a r t  Burgundy winegrowers from Midi winegrowers. 
The sugar i s s u e  w a s  t h e  spearhead of t h e  war aga ins t  fraud,  and an 
important r a l l y i n g  point  i n  t h e  Midi movement. For the  Midi, sugar was eco- 
nomic poison, serving only fraudeurs and t h e  r i c h  populat ions.of  t h e  north. 
Thus, t h e  population and t h e i r  r epresen ta t ives  w e r e  united in a c a l l  f o r  some 
form of con t ro l  on sugar which would be severe  enough t o  prevent i ts  use i n  
t h e  making of wine. P o l i t i c i a n s  n a t u r a l l y  suggested high sur taxes ,  while the  
people more o f t en  clamored f o r  banning i ts  sale t o  wine producers. Sugar was 
r o u t i n e l y  used by producers of f i n e  wines i n  Burgundy and Champagne, not t o  
enlarge  t h e i r  s tock of wine, but  t o  enhance i t s  a lcoho l ic  s t rength .  For them, 
it w a s  a f a c t o r  of production, not  a means of fraud. This became a d iv i s ion  
i s s u e  wi th in  Burgundy, r e s u l t i n g  i n  1906 i n  a compromise reso lu t ion  suggesting 
a moderate tax. Moderate demands were no t  a c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  of t h e  1907 meet- 
ings  i n  t h e  Midi, so  t h i s  i s s u e  must have separated t h e  i n t e r e s t s  of Midi 
growers and growers of f i n e  wines i n  Burgundy. 
A second i s s u e  d ividing these  two groups was t a r i f f  l eve l s .  A major 
concern of Midi growers was competition from imported wine, e spec ia l ly  I t a l i a n  
and Spanish wines which were very good s u b s t i t u t e s  f o r  t h e i r  own product, 
having been developed during t h e  phylloxera f o r  exact ly  t h a t  purpose. The 
grands c rus  of Burgundy on t h e  o ther  hand, w e r e  i n  constant  search of fore ign 
markets f o r  t h e i r  product and i n  no f e a r  t h a t  another country could reproduce 
t h e i r  unique w i n e .  Throughout the  period of t h e  c r i s i s ,  imports w e r e  g rea te r  
than exports  by quan t i ty  and less i n  money value. (See Table 1 )  This indi-  
cates t h a t  imports w e r e  of cheap wines, while exports  w e r e  predominantly the  
q u a l i t y  wines of Bordeaux and Burgundy. Any move toward f r e e r  t r ade  would 
tend t o  i n t e n s i f y  t h e  e x i s t i n g  s i t u a t i o n ,  favor ing t h e  producers of f i n e  
wines, and hur t ing t h e  i n t e r e s t s  of Midi growers. The importance of t h i s  
d i v i s i v e  i s s u e  has continued t o  the  present  and was t h e  main motive f o r  t h e  
r i o t s  in Narbonne i n  March, 1976. 85 
Ordinary wine producers i n  Burgundy f e l t  themselves t o  be i n  c o n f l i c t  
wi th  t h e  Midi on c e r t a i n  grounds a l so .  They saw t h e i r  t roubles  a s  being due, 
i n  l a r g e  measure, t o  t h e  competition of Midi wines. ~ a m u z e t  (deputy from the  
f i r s t  d i s t r i c t  of Beaune) argued t h e i r  case i n  t h e  Chamber, saying " i f  our 
wines se l l  poorly, it is because of t h e  u n f a i r  competition of Midi.wines. ,186 
I n  1900, t h e  department &te d'Or imported 200,000 h l .  of Midi wine, even 
though i t s  own wine was s e l l i n g  a t  low pr ices .  P a r t  of the  problem was 
a t t r i b u t e d  t o  f r e i g h t  rates which offered a lower per kilometer r a t e  t o  Midi 
growers than t o  those  c lose r  t o  t h e  b i g  northern population centers .  A t  a 
congress i n  1906, Burgundy's winegrowers demanded t h a t  rates be equalized 
by dis tance ,  t o  r e s t o r e  t h e i r  n a t u r a l  advantage of geographic locat ion.  
Later  congresses mellowed t h i s  tone of antagonism toward t h e  Midi by suggesting 
t h a t  t r a i n  rates be equalized, but  a l s o  lowered f o r  a l l  wine shipments. 
Explanations 
Having examined t h e  evidence of s o c i a l  and economic d i f fe rences  as w e l l  
as t h e  p o l i t i c a l  c o n t r a s t s  t o  be  explained, severa l  exprlanations present  them- 
selves. One candidate i s  a c u l t u r a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n .  
We have mentioned t h a t  the  Midi r e v o l t  was i n  p a r t  an  expression of 
regional  i n t e r e s t s  aga ins t  a na t iona l  po l i cy  perceived a s  favorft ism toward 
o the r  regions.  Even urban workers gave t h e i r  support t o  t h e  winegrowers move- 
ment and received t h e  b run t  of t h e  repress ion.  The s t reng th  of t h i s  i n t e r n a l  
un i ty  w a s  no doubt dependent on a shared f e e l i n g  of ex te rna l  separat ion,  not  
only from t h e  nor thern  i n d u s t r i a l  and sugar i n t e r e s t s ,  but  from a l l  of France. 
The s t reng th  of Midi regionalism has deep h i s t o r i c a l  roo t s .  The name Languedoc 
comes from t h e  gener ic  name f o r  a c o l l e c t i o n  of d i a l e c t s  spoken i n  t h e  south 
of France during t h e  Middle Ages. They became perverted t o  patois under t h e  
inf luence  of French from t h e  North during t h e  e ighteenth  century. Pa to i s  
reached i t s  peak i n  t h e  middle of t h e  n ineteenth  century; 
Industry and commerce of t h e  n ineteenth  century grew up speaking 
,French, while a g r i c u l t u r e  remained t h e  sphere of pa to i s ,  wi th  
the  r e s u l t  t h a t  t h e  language dichotomy came t o  approximate t o  
' t h e  dichotomy-between town and country. 
For t h e  peasants  it  is the  language of t h e  l o c a l ,  a s  opposed 
t o  n a t i o n a l  t r a d i t i o n s ,  of proverbs and invect ive ,  of merry-making 
and s a l t y  jokes whose humour, i t  is  asse r t ed ,  is  l o s t  i f  t r ans la ted  
i n t o  French.87 
The peasants  and recent  urban migrants of t h i s  region shared t h i s  c u l h r a l  
he r i t age  with a t r a d i t i o n  of opposit ion t o  northern influence. This Medi- 
te r ranean reg iona l  character  i s  f requent ly  described as hotheaded and prone 
t o  f i t s  of temper; such statements, a s  one might expect,  w e r e  especia l ly  
common during t h e  wine c r i s i s .  Y e t  t h e  r e v o l t  of 1907 was not  t h e  f i r s t  time 
southern l o c a l i t i e s  set themselves i n  opposi t ion  t o  t h e  rest of France; 
h i s t o r i e s  of t h e  Commune i n d i c a t e  a s t rong undercurrent of regionalism (as  
opposed t o  nationalism) i n  the  suppor ters  of t h a t  movement. 
Burgundy, though not  without i t s  own proud c u l t u r a l  he r i t age ,  was b e t t e r  
in tegra ted  i n t o  French soc ie ty  by t h e  l a t e  n ineteenth  century. Characteri- 
- z a t i o n s  of t h e  Burgundy region during t h e  crisis tend t o  emphasize i t s  loya l ty  
t o  t h e  republican p r inc ip les  of t h e  government and i ts  hard work i n  t h e  face  
of d isas ter .88  There is a good amount of l i t e r a t u r e  on t h e  i n d i v i d u a l i s t  
tendencies of winegrowers and t h e i r  personal  p r ide  i n  t h e i r  product,89 but  
t h i s  d id  not  preclude s t rong regional  pr ide ,  as t h e  a g i t a t i o n  by Burgundy 
winegrowers f o r  r e s t r i c t i o n s  on t h e  l a b e l  "de Bourgogne" ind ica tes .  This 
kind of behavior on t h e  p a r t  of o ther  a g r i c u l t u r a l  groups, such a s  wheat 
growers, might seem absurd, but  no one wi th  a taste f o r  wine w i l l  f a i l .  t o  
emphasize reg iona l  d i f ferences .  I n  the  late 1870's when the  phylloxera raged 
i n  t h e  Midi, it has not y e t  touched Burgundy, leading t h e  winegrowers of t h a t  
1191 region t o  assert that "the phylloxera is  i n  t h e  arms, an obvious expression 
of t h e i r  condescending a t t i t u d e  toward t h e  complaining Midi growers. These 
c u l t u r a l  d i f fe rences  a r e  an  appealing explanation of t h e  d i f f e r e n t  p o l i t i c a l  
response, bu t  seem t o  be most o f t en  a s s e r t e d  a t  exact ly  those times when 
p o l i t i c a l  a c t i v i t i e s  d i f f e r .  Character iza t ions  such a s  r ebe l l ious  o r  respect-  
f u l  a r e  not  very meaningful when they a r e  made during periods of r e b e l l i o n  o r  
quiescence, and t h e  p o l i t i c a l  h i s t o r y  of Burgundy in the  mid-nineteenth 
century i n d i c a t e s  that they were not  always calm. For these  reasons, and by 
general  predisposi t ion ,  this study s h a l l  seek a .  explanation in other  
d i f ferences .  
A somewhat more convincing argument can be based on economic di f ferences .  
One such a l t e r n a t i v e  is  t h a t  t h e  two regions  w e r e  dependent i n  d i f f e r e n t  
degrees on t h e  wine market. This i s  supported by a recen t  study which cate- 
gorized French v i t i c u l t u r a l  regions according t o  whether winegrowing was t h e  
s i n g l e  crop (monoculture) o r  dominant among severa l  (polycul tura l ) .  92 The 
Midi is t h e  major example of t h e  f i r s t ,  Burgundy ranks among t h e  second. 
Over-reliance on v i t i c u l t u r e  was a common criticism of t h e  Midi, and Mercurey, 
one of t h e  few communes i n  Burgundy which w e  found t o  be a c t i v e  i n  1907, 
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i s  a l s o  se lec ted  by one author a s  t h e  b e s t  example of a uniquely v i t i c u l t u r a l  
commune in southern ~ u r ~ u n d ~ . ' ~  A t  t h i s  point ,  however, support runs out  
f o r  t h i s  theory. I n  1907 t h e r e  was a f l u r r y  of concern over t h e  deepening 
4 
c r i s i s  i n  Burgundy, prompting t h e  Syndicat V i t i c o l e  de  la  co te  d i jonnaise  t o  
t h a t  monoculture be  abolished in t h a t  region.95 This i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  
dependence on winegrowing w a s  seen as causing severe hardships in Burgundy 
j u s t  a s  it was i n  t h e  Midi. 
A common explanation of c o l l e c t i v e  p r o t e s t  is t h a t  i t  comes i n  response 
t o  sudden downturns i n  t h e  q u a l i t y  of economic l i f e ,  o r  t h a t  economic hard- 
ship  c r e a t e s  p o l i t i c a l  unres t .  Does t h i s  exp la in  what w e  now know of pol i -  
t i c a l  a c t i v i t i e s  in t h e  two regions? I f  w e  l i m i t  our a t t e n t i o n  t o  t h e  period 
of Play-June, 1907, our answer seems c lea r ;  t h e  timing of t h e  c r i s i s  i n  t h e  
two regions was such t h a t  Burgundy winegrowers were s i g n i f i c a n t l y  b e t t e r  off  
in t h i s  period and could e a s i l y  be assumed t o  have had less economic motiva- 
t i o n  f o r  c o l l e c t i v e  ac t ion.  But t h e  use of measures of economic hardship as 
explanatory va r iab les  i n  p red ic t ing  c o l l e c t i v e  ac t ion  has recent ly  come under 
c r i t i c i s m ,  s o  perhaps w e  should examine t h i s  a t t r a c t i v e l y  simple conclusion 
more f u l l y .  
Snyder and T i l l y  a s s e r t  t h a t  "under some condit ions hardship does, w e  
concede, p r e c i p i t a t e  r ebe l l ion .  But w e  do not  th ink  t h e r e  is  any general  
connection between c o l l e c t i v e  v iolence  and hardship such t h a t  an  observer 
could p red ic t  one from t h e  o ther .  96 Empirically, they f ind  no s i g n i f i c a n t  
c o r r e l a t i o n  between economic q u a l i t y  of l i f e  va r iab les  and l e v e l  of c o l l e c t i v e  
v iolence  i n  France a s  a whole from 1830 t o  1960. This suggests  two tests of - 
t h e  explanatory power of economic hardship i n  our own c a s e ;  d id  c o l l e c t i v e  
ext ra- legi t imate  a c t i v i t y  occur a t  times which were not  times of increas ing 
hardship, and did  times of hardship pass without evoking mass pro tes t?  The 
answer t o  both quest ions is, of course, yes. The year following t h e  harves t  
of 1903 was a peak period of c o l l e c t i v e . a c t i o n  i n  t h e  Midi, but  economic 
condit ions were improving a t  t h a t  time. The years  1901 and 1902 appear t o  
have been t h e  worst of t h e  crisis period, e spec ia l ly  i n  Burgundy, but  t h e r e  
was no g r e a t  p r o t e s t  aga ins t  t h i s  sudden economic decline.  The weakness of 
our simple economic argument when i t  is removed from t h e  narrow limits of 
t h e  1907 r e v o l t  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  i t  is  unable t o  adequately account f o r  t h e  for-  
mation of p o l i t i c a l  a t t i t u d e s  i n  t h e  two regions  over t h e  longer term. 
A l l  t h e  a l t e r n a t i v e s  discussed t o  t h i s  point  a r e  based on r e a l  d i f f e r 7  
ences between t h e  two regions,  j u s t  a s  real as t h e  p o l i t i c a l  d i f ferences ,  
But c o r r e l a t i o n  and causation are v a s t l y  d i f f e r e n t  phenomena and none of 
these  d i f ferences ,  nor a l l  taken together is  a s a t i s f a c t o r y  genera l  expla- 
na t ion  of mobil izat ion f o r  c o l l e c t i v e  ac t ion .  
Harvey Smith has suggested t h a t  t h e  ac t iv ism of t h e  Midi winegrowers 
can be understood as a v a l i a n t  but  doomed defense of an a r t i s a n a l  mode of 
97 
production and way of l i f e .  Such responses a r e  not uncommon in t h e  h i s t o r y  
98 
of urban a r t i s a n a l  groups, but  may seem inappropr ia te  t o  a d iscuss ion of a 
peasant group. A c lose r  look a t  t h e  production of wine i n  t h e  two regions 
w i l l  show t h a t  t h e  model of a s k i l l e d  t r a d e  is  a good desc r ip t ion  of wine- 
growing, p a r t i c u l a r l y i n  Burgundy where t h e  pe r s i s t ence  of t h e  s k i l l e d  pro- 
duct2on of f i n e  wines i s  highly reminiscent of another f ami l i a r  theme i n  
French economic his tory:  t h e  endurance of a luxury t r ade  based on s k i l l e d  
labor  and a market wi th  a t a s t e  f o r  qua l i ty .  
Recall  our e a r l i e r  d iscuss ion of technological  and i n s t i t u t i o n a l  t rans-  
formations under t h e  c r i s e s  of t h e  phylloxera and t h e  p r i c e  depression. A 
c r i s i s  commonly impl ies  a t r a n s i t i o n  t o  some new s e t  of condit ions,  and t h i s  
i s  p a r t i c u l a r l y  t r u e  of economic c r i s e s .  The two regions w e r e  ad jus t ing  i n  
d i f f e r e n t  ways t o  t h e  new economic condit ions i n  t h e  n a t i o n a l  economy and 
t h e  wine market, and these  p a t t e r n s  of adjustment had d i f f e r e n t  e f f e c t s  on 
t h e  s o c i a l  p o s i t i o n  of winegrowers. This pressure  on t h e i r  s t a t u s  i n  t h e i r  
work and community l i f e  i s  t h e  explanation of our problem. The answer lies 
i n  t h e  experience of t h a t  amorphous c l a s s  which formed t h e  bulk of t h e  pop- 
u l a t i o n  of both these  winegrowing regions;  p a r t  wageworker and p a r t  landowner, 
and dependent on both sources of income f o r  i ts  l ive l ihood.  This i s  the  
c l a s s  which l e d  t h e  s t r i k e s  aga ins t  t h e  l a r g e  landowners and then joined 
them t o  p r o t e s t  t h e  depression i n  a l l  of Midi v i t i c u l t u r e .  This i s  t h e  c l a s s  
which sat s i l e n t l y  i n  t h e  v i l l a g e s  of Burgundy. I n  t h e  south  it was threat -  
ened by t h e  ascendance of an immigrant p r o l e t a r i a t ,  and t h e  dual  l o s s  of 
s t a t u s  a s  s k i l l e d  worker and p o t e n t i a l  o r  a c t u a l  landowner. I n  Burgundy it 
was buffe ted  by t h e  p r i c e  squeeze and f o r c e d  off  t h e  land i n  increasing 
numbers, but  those  who remained enjoyed t h e  continuation of s k i l l e d  employ- 
ment on small and moderate-sized domains. 
I n  a study l imi ted  t o  one region which did  produce a p r o t e s t  movement 
i t  is d i f f i c u l t  t o  be  c e r t a i n  which of the  var ious  observed dynamics was 
responsible  f o r  a p a r t i c u l a r  outcome. The advantage of a comparison wi th  a 
quiescent  region is t h a t  many p o t e n t i a l  explanations can b e  placed in  
proper perspective.  Most importantly, t h e  real bases of p o l i t i c a l  a c t i v i t y  
appear much more c l e a r l y  by t h e  con t ras t  wi th  another region. I n  t h i s  case, 
Harvey Smith's i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  gains credence by c o n t r a s t  wi th  t h e  near ly  
opposi te  condi t ions  in Burgundy. 
W e  conclude t h a t  the  absorption of v i t i c u l t u r e  i n t o  t h e  na t iona l  economy 
made it sub jec t  t o  t h e  same pressures f e l t  by o the r  i n d u s t r i e s  i n  a capita-  
l is t  s o c i e t y  and se lec ted  only c e r t a i n  forms f o r  survival .  Where t h i s  
process of c a p i t a l i s t  r a t i o n a l i z a t i o n  brought wi th  it a pro le ta r i an iza t ion  
of a landed a r t i s a n a l  labor  fo rce  the re  w a s  c o n f l i c t  and p ro tes t .  Where 
t h e  adjustment favored t h e  continuation of t r a d i t i o n a l  forms, even on a 
reduced scale, p o l i t i c a l  a c t i v i t y  was l imi ted  t o  l e g i t i m a t e  republican forms. 
This f u l f i l l s  our e a r l i e r  hope t h a t  a comparative study might add t o  our 
understanding of t h e  general  phenomenon of c o l l e c t i v e  ac t ion .  
. - 
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TABLE 1 
TRADE SURPLUSES @J DEFICITS 
c. - , Quantity Value 
in in millions 
Year hectoliters of francs Year Quantity Value 
Computation based on statistics for imports and exports in Degrully, 
op. cit. 
TABLE 2 
PRICE MOVEMENTS OF M I D I ,  BURGUNDY -
FINE, AND BURGUNDY ORDINARY WINES -
DURING CRISIS 1900-07 
YEAR M I D I '  BURGUNDY 
ordinary  - f i n e  
mean 
1890-99 16 43 679 
Midi f i g u r e s  a r e - i n  f r ancs  per  h e c t o l i t e r  paid t o  producer, 
taken from Wazner, p. 20. 
Figures f o r  Burgundy ordinary wines are i n  f r ancs  per  
h e c t o l i t e r  pa id  t o  producer, adapted from Laurent,  
Methodologie, p. 177. 
Figures f o r  Burgundy f i n e  wines a r e  i n  f r ancs  pe r  b a r r e l  
(456 l i t e r s )  paid t o  producer, adapted from Laurent,  
Methodologie, p. 176. 
TABLE 3 
PRODUCTION AND PRXCES 1890-1909 -
Quan t i t y  Avg. P r i c e  
ha rves t ed  i n  p e r  h l .  pa id  
Year - h e c t o l i t e r s  t o  producer  Value of  h a r v e s t  
1890 27,416,327 h l .  36.10 F.F. 988,793,866 F.F. 
Adapted from Degru l ly ,  Paul  ~ s s a i  h i s t o r i q u e  e t  economique s u r  l a  
p roduc t ion  e t  l e  marche des  v i n s  e n  France,  P a r i s ,  1910, pp. 289, 
304, and 319. 
TRADE SURPLUSI;:': - A tiD DEFICITS 
\\ 4 . Q u a n t i t y  Value \ ? b 
Y E A R  i t 1  i n  m i l l i o n s .  Year Q u a n t i t y  . Value1 
. h e c t o l i t e r s  o f  f r a n c s  
Computation b s r ? d  on s t a t i s t i c s  f o r  i m p o r t s  and e x p o r t s  i n  Degrully, o p . c i t  . 
\b 
P R I C E  MOVEMENTS OF' J I D I  ,. BURGUNDY 
' C 
FINE, AND BURGUNDY. ORDINARY- I!IWES\ . 
DURIEIG C R I S I S  1700-07 \?. 
\ \ YEAR MIDI BUHGUF!DY 
Oa k o rd ina ry  . f i n e  
1-lidi f i g u r e s  a r e  i n  f r a n c s  per h e c t o l i t e r  p i d  t o  producer, taken 
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